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C onfidence Encountred : 


O R, 


A VINDICATION 


OF THE 
Lawfulnes of 


without Ordination. 


In Anſwer to a Book’ publithed by 
N. E. a friend of Mr. 155 Willes, 
INTITULED, 
The confident Queftionift Que ftioned. 
with 
An Anſwer to a Letter of Mr. Tho. 


Welles, publithed in the ſaid Book. 


BY WHICH 
The Lawfulnefs of Preaching wit! out Ordi- 
nition is cleared, and rhe Ordinat cron of the Na- 
tional Miniſters rs prov ed to bea Nullity. 


5 y Jer. Ives. 


How forcible are right words ‘but what do yous ai Quinys re; 
Jo> 6.15. 


As every one hath recei ved the pift, even fom niller thr ſamt one te & 


anorhir,as good ft:wards of the man fold grace of G 175 
MAD [Peak let him (peak as the eracl Pet, 4.1 


Printed at Lenton ; and sre to be fold by Dax. al 
at the feven Stars in Paul's Church-yard ; ot may 
be had at the Authors houſe in Red-Crofs-ftrece. 16 i> . 
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To the 


Reader , 


Have * thy ovinatjon in the things 
dis) Chriſt, publifhed an A nfwer to ſume coun- 

8 ter-Aucries swhich were made by an unknown 
N Author, in the bebalf of Mr. Tho.Willes 

Doctrine the fi fi ne [fof 
Preaching without Ordination; ia which counter- 
Queries, thou maiſt be acquainted with the Authors Spirit, 
though by his concealing his Name, thou canſt not be ac- 
with his Perfon 3 and by a ſtrigt Olſer vation of 
what he hath writ, thou mai fee that he bath made good his 
own words, viz. That he had writ enough to «see his book 


uzzle, * rather 4 convince his Adver- ge + 
5 and that by bis many contradictiont: one mbile 
be Lab, The 


artis routed ; and by and by tells Ar. 
Willes, The is routed : one while See bis Epift: 
he demands, whether Apollos was not ordained Reader, 


Minifter when be preached publickly, Act. 18, swith 

any {ach thing as Ordination from the Apoſtles, when be 

75 A preached 
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| To the Reader, 
prenched, Act. 18. ane while he demande, F there was é 
conftituted original Church with Officers in it at this time, 
See his book . when Apollos preached, Act. 18. and by and ty 
Page 225236 he ſaith, I hat it is certain, Apollos was at this 
time an Officer ; and bids me prove, that he was ever 
made an Officer after his preaching, Act. 18. Again, he 
faith, If che Church of Rome was a true Church, then 
her Miniſters were true Miniſters, when our Refor- 
mers were orda ined by her. And demands, why I did 
wat difprove her to be à Church, ag. 41. and yet a little le- 
fore he faith , That fhe was as bad when the Miniſters 
did receive Ordination from her, as fhe was when 
they lefther ; azdyet he faith, They left her not as fhe 
was the Spouſe of Chrift , but as fhe was a Harlor, 
page 39. fo that he ſuppoſeth Rome to ea Harlot , and 
Chrift’s Spoufe at one and the fame time. Again, he faith, 
page 37. That the corruptions of the corrupt Difpen- 
{ers of Ordinances cannot make them null; and yet 
be faith, pag. 48. If it be true as Mr. Brookes faith, 
That the Miniſters of England are Autichriſtian; then all 
that they have baptized, muſt be baptized again. Js 
not this plain 
As he abounds with Contradidions; ſo he doth with Im- 
pertinencies , medling with the Trade that I follow, and my 
being a Soul dier, anafuch-like shings, that canciru not the 
Queftion before him. Another while he blames me for that 
he doth himſelf, viz. f meddling with tha Contraver(ie\ 
and taking it out of Mr. Brookes hir hand; ben he un- 
dertook to anſwer a particular Paper, whitch was proper for 
none elſe to an ſver but Mr. Wil 
Another while he blames me for that I did charge a thing 
upon Mr. end 
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To the Reader. 
yet himſelf believes the Accuſed 's bare Negation without 
am witne ff : for at that time when Mr. VVilles defired a 
Gentleman to apprehend me for a Jeſuite, there was none 
prefent to witne ff befides the Gentleman aforefaid , though 
at our firft meeting there was divers. 

Again, one while be faith , Rome had power to or- 
dain Miniſters as Chrift’s Church ; and by ana ly com- 
p4rest hem to Thieves > and to Korah > at the rime t ey or- 
dained the firft Reformer. 

Again, bis Book is full of unman-like arguings, as ap- 
pears by his frequent begging the chief 7 in que- 
ftion 5. othermbile, when I demand à proof of thofe things 
that are ſo frequently affirmed by. Mr NVMles; be 
how I prove they are wot 5 and fo turns the proof of the 
affirmation from himfelf, and puts bis Reſpondent to 
prove Negations, Surely, this is not to give 4 Reafon 
of var Hope to every one that asketh 5 with Mecknef and 
Fear. 

Again, he telli his Reader, That the Anabaptiſts are 
bloody, pag. 3 1. and pag. 50. he ſaith, he gheffes, that 
they are the men whofe hands were moft embrued in 
the blood of the late VVars: hen inated, the Ana- 
baptiſts were in no capacity at the beginting of theſe mars, 
to blow thofe {parks of contention into 4 burning Flame, if 
they had had a minde to fo bad a worł. | 


Thus I have given thee a taſte of that Spirit that in- 
[ptred him in the writing of his Book, to which I have 
given an Anſrer; and though I have not anfwered to 
every word, yet I have anſwered every thing that hath 
any ſbew or colour of Reafon in it, which si ~ 

faith- 
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Io the Reader. 

faithfully and tmpartially to confider , trying all things, 
and holding faft that which is the bet; and that thos 
mai fo do, is the prayer and defive of ih | 


Thy Friend, 
Fer. Ives, 
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Confidence encountred, &c. 


Mr. N. E. | 


Ccordidg to your defire, Ihave aniwered 
ey «your. Counter Queries you ſent to me 
nh a Letter; and though yon have med- 
led with a matter that concerns you not, 
yet know, chat it concerus me to anſwer 
—jyoa, left you ſhould be confirmed in your 

folly : and though youconremn my Queries, as flight, and 
call me an u rthy Enenspjyer I have learned to fay, - 


fiulti lane off 
Cememui à ſtulis dedeons efft nego. 

ſcern Fool contempt, praiſe 3. and Ty. 


And chongh yon chonght you had ſo ronted me, that L 
would never appear again; yet know, that this was nothing 
bur che violent bearings of che Waves and Billows of your 


embision, which I thougit neceflary to put a check to, bythis 
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(2) 
enſuing Anfwer, left you be exalted above meafure: 
for the prevention whereof, I have publifhed this Reply. 


Shallfick begin wich your Tile , wherein yon call me = 

Confident O neftionift but if you had read my Epiſtle, you 
would have found, that 1 did queftion, for Conſcience jake, 
fome things that Mr, les had delivered; and withal , si 
propoundto the Reader, that if the Anſwers theteuato d 
latis fie, I ſhould bleſs the Father of Lights that bad nor ſuf 
fered me to labourin vain, This was the greiteſt altitude 
of my Confidence, and the heighth of my Ambition in that 
undertaking, 


‘ 


You proceed to an Epiſile, where yourell your Reader, 
That if be bea Friend to Truth, he probably hath ere this been 
grieved to fee the hoft of Iſrael routed, &c. and the Miniftery 
SO MUCH (hattered, c. why then do you glory and cry 
vittoria, if the Clergy, which you call the Hoff of Iſtael, be 
romed ? ſhould not you mourn , as well as yon would have 
your Reader? but in ſtead thereof,you blame your Eoémy fo 
glory ing, as though he had no occafion; and wear che Lawre 
your ſelf, wreathing it upon your own brows, as rhgveltyou 
had ſo touted your Enemy, that he would never xa N 
need is there for the Reader to grieve, if Mr e. bach 
routed and ſhuteted che choicett Raus of his Enemies ? 
(unleſs you flatter Mr, les, and deal truely with your Rea- 

daeet) for is not this ſtrange, that you tell your 
Reader, the Lords Haft i routed; and yet flat - 
wende ter wich Mr, Willes, and tell him, the Exemy is 
routed? And by this you muy ſee, that you ate ſo upſitto be 
an Armour - Beater in this Warfare , that you juſtly deferve 
to be chaſhiered the Camp for your falfe Intelligence. For 
you tell Mr, Milet, the Enemy is ſhattered; and petgell 
vour Rea det the Mimiſtery are ſhattered Bais che Cletgy 
ſnittered marvel then that the people axe ſhastated: 
forjlike Pri, like People: a ſhattered Clergy muſt not 
or 
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for any thing, but a diſcompoſed people. And truely, that 
is the greateſt Truth in your Packet : for how few of them 
agree in any thing fave in the point of Tythes , common exe 
perience can celtifie, if you had {aid nothing, : 

You go on ftill in your Epiftle, and tell your Reader, That 
if he be foaken you have [ent him [ome Counter- Queries, and 
bid him judge, and try ; and then (you ſay you hope he will 
‘biufh at his unc onſt ancy, 8c, So he may well, if what you 
have writ fhould ſhake his undetſtanding, then he mutt 
needs be one that is carried about with every Airy notion, 

You further tell your Reader, That if be be am enemy to 
truihyhe hath triumphed be ſore the victory, &c. How can that 
be? when you exhort togrieve , becauſe them that you call 
the Enemy, have routed the Hoſt: what is that leſs then Vi- 
&ory, if you ſpeak Truth? 

You go on, and tell your Reader, That if Ar. Brookes or 
his Church, invited me to be the Patron of their caule, jou might 
gue them to be miferably baffled, &c, Firlt, neither Mr, Brookes 
nor his Church ever invited me to do them this ſervice; 
but if they bad, if their invĩt ing me to be 2 Patron to the 
cauſe, had * them to be miferably baffled 3 how miſer- 
ably baffled did you fear your ſelf thould be in what you had 
writ, when you begged Mr. allet to be your Patron? 

Jou tell your Reader, That he cannot expett (Mr. Willes 
fhould hinder his move ſcrious di{cuffion of this weighty point, to 
tale notice of my flight Queries, This, I conſeſs, is an eaſie 
way to c the g rongeſt Arguments, for a man that is 
contfary minded, to call them flight 3 and ſay, he is not it 
leaſure to anſwet chem. If I had anſwered you thus, ſurely 
men would have judge d, yon had more ſtrength on your fide, 

You goon, and bid your Reader fee, if here be not e- 
ouch to puꝛzle me, cc. You are now guilty of chat which 

blamed your Adverfary for, but now, vix. of triumphing 
j the Victory: but it feems then, the end of your wri- 
ting, was to pwxx/e, and not to convince your Advetſary. 


B I pro- 
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oT proceed ne w to Wied notice of your Epiſtle to Mr. Wilkes, 
in which you tell him, my grounds are flight, &c. This tri- 
cmphing of yours’) ‘ts but like that which 
ws bat for Job 20.5. 

"You demand of Mr, Willey , „in what tor be ifferted ti 
baptizing the Children of wicked Parents , Cc. and you 
prefum be means onely ſuch as ite Church - Members, and 
ate hot caſt out, c. Truely, either your Church “are all 
good, or elſe you are’ partakers of their fins in bot cafting 
them out : fof 1 have por heard of one vite Ae the 
Presbycers haveexcluded. 

There is another Queftion which you propound to Mr. 
Wiles, viz What were bis own words conchrning the Fifth-Mo- 
narchy-men. About Mr. willes aflerting theſe words touch- 
ing the Pifth- ‘have Hor as 
hereafter fhall appe 


farther Me. Willes, he affers 
wit to be Jeſulte, cc. Surely yon did ner think Mr, 


had ‘fo much do as your Reader believe even 
now, thar you ask him fo ntediefs #Queftien for did 1 
fay or intimite that Mr. Wifes did pofittvely aſſert me to be 
a Jeſuite ? why did yeu not ask him whether I bed two 
hratids or had been $ much to you But 

Fon That any brint in 
the whole, it will beg bis ee of its canfe, Bec,” If he did 
not father it; it would be an Orphan, dhe true Father 
will not be Known.’ * But doth nor your TLegiek teach me to 
‘believe’ you feaxed to be miſetabiy dated ice you thus 


beg for bis Patronage? Surely, you (hough Veur Wine W 


hung at your Doe, that fo ic might Sell whe better; and not 


“The belt ‘ching that followerhy in yout is Nr. 
wherein he tells you, That she people were ſo 
that 


be mix’ with Water, thit you beg Mr. wie? his Both to 
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that it might have proved to my 22 if he bad not pacified them, 
cc. This (hews what Spirit your Churches are filled with- 
al, that ic is perillous fora man to ask a Queftion 
them, though never fofoberly for ne man in his wits wil 
believe that they were. of Mr. Brookes hig Church that were 
fo much my Enemies, ſeeing (yon fay) I came to be a Patron 
Mr. tells yon further, That he laid down 
ciplet, anti ground atis 
1. That Minifters in an ordinary way were to be ordained 
2, That in cafe of neveffieyy where there was ne Minifters 
erdaiuzſit Perfons might ers without Or- 
GC. 
Zut he doth not tell you, that I asked him by which of 
theſe ways he came into the Minillery ; and he would not 
tell me, though I preft Him once and again : for tough 1 
grant theſe cwo ways of Admiſſion; yer 1 dentéedthar ever 
he came in by either. Hereupon he told me, ¶ there mu but — 
two ways of coming inte a Houle, and if he were in, I muft 
conclude that he came in at one of them. But is not this 2 
 fhameful begging che Queftion ? for though I granted chefe 
two wete to be the ways of entrance, ‘yer I denied him to 
be come in by either. Now what is it but co beg the Que · 
ſtion, when he thall take it for gramted he is in by one of 
the aforefaid ways, when I denied him to be in by either ? 


3; bimſelf Confeffech in his Lecter to you, pay. 7. latet iy 


* 


loi he faith, Loppoled borh meinung boch his entrance by 
a lawful Ordination, or by necefliry. So then, this te) 
Champion ’s Argument, which is Tike ,b s Sword in his 
hand, che Propohtion being, That be 2 ne Minifter of Chrift, 
esther by a lem ſul Ordination y 17 by any 

So ches his great Ats ent (Af T may pat N in 
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But due 4 Minifter by one of 
Minifter by one of themi 


N. chin elfe can be made of this chat he pro 


pounds, Now 
this had been a dilemma indeed, if I had granted him to be a 
une Miniſter, and had confefled that’ man cannot be a true 
Miniſter but by one of the ways aforeſaĩd ; then he had 
reafoned like a man, if he had feid, Since I grant him to be 
a Minimer, and witha] grant, chat none can enter but by the 
ways aforefaid, chen he muſt needs come in by one of them. 
But ſince 1 denied both, bow wildly doth he reaſon? 
Again, doth noc Chriſt ſay, That he that comes not in at the 
door, is athief andarchber ? Now though I granted that 
there was no other lawiul way of coming into the Office, 
et a mans being in, doth nor prove he came in any of theſe 
awiul ways ; becanfe Chrift ſupppſeth they may get in by 


1. 


— 
climing up acorher way. Wk 


The next ching Mr. takes dotice of in his Anfwer 
to ycut Leiter, as that which he ſpake about the baptizing 
the Children of wicked Parents, which he faith are [wch 
Childrem, whofe Parents are not jwridicaly ejected by excommu-. 
» His Reformation, 481 have teld, is ſo good, that none 
deferves Excommupication ; er eſſe ‘o bad, that he ‘doth. 
not execute that Ordinance upon them ; or if he do, then 
all chest he excommynicate ate childleſ er elſe be, 
contrarily to bis Principles, baptizeth their Children, for 
he refnlechto baptize nope, But if bis Areument be gocd, 
That: the Children 7 wicked Parents are to be baptized, locauſe 
émetiones God chufeth stem thet are wicked Mens Children; 
ih net tbis Argument plead as much for the Children of 
thofe that are excemmunicated ? may nor God chulethe 
Children of ſuch as well the Children of others? and dot 
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not the Children of wicked excommunicated Parents, fiand 
in need of an Obligation to Holinefs.es well as the Children 
of thoſe wicked Parents that are not excommunicated ? and 
yet this man faith , That wicked mens Children, the wor ſe their 
‘Parents aresthe move necd their C hildvon Lave of Baptifm and 
yet he denies it to the children of chofe who are excommu- 
nicated. It ſeems then, you judge them you keepin the 
Church worſe then they yon caſt out, ot elſe this cannot be a 
true Mazime, vix. The worſe the Parents are, the more reed the 
Children have of Bamiſ for if they ‘you out are the 
wert, then it follows, that their Children have the more 
need, by his Argument : if ſo, why doch he confine it to 
none but fuch as are within the Church? 
Whoever defires further ſatisfaction in this point, touch - 
ing the baptizing of Infants, I ſhall refer them t my Book, 
em ituled, Baptifm diſpreved ; by which yon will fee 
Mr. Wiles his falſe Aiperhon wiped away, viz. That I fomghe 
to colour my Opinion , which was agairft the Baptizing of any 
infants, For not onely my Book ceftifies my willingnefs to 
own my Opinion publickly but I did tell Mr. Wiles ce bis 
Face, that I weuld prove it unlaveful'co baptize any Infant; 
as many can wines. 2 


Mr. Mile; in his Letter further tells you, That be did decry 
the Fifth-Monarchy-men ‘among other Sette shat cry down their 
Miniftery, as the fmonk, of the bottomle[s pit, {melling flreng 
the Erimftone of Hells his proof for this is ſo faint , that he 
fufpe&s it himſelf ; for he ſaith ; be alluded in that ſprech to 
Rev. 9. 23. Iy which text (he ſaith) Setts are meant, 
AS SOME DO INTERPRET. Is det this a brave 
firoke ? do you reckon this one of his fatal blows he hath 
given the Adverfary, by telling them their Breath is asthe | 
fmoak of the bottomleſs Pit ? but it ia bit AS SOME DO 
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Willesike palpie file wish 
we ſoc it 


The laſt thine of 1 moment chat Mr, Willes mentions in bis 
Leuer, is, That never affirmed any inform arion that 
was A Jeſuue 5. ind that he did never inſti gate any to anprehend 
misc For proof of this, I fhajlrefer you to this Gentleman, 
Me, Vancourt, for a Witneſs, whois ready to make Oath of 
the cruca chereof; by which Me. bis untruths appear, 
22 et wich his en. n he cries out of che malice 
Gentleman is aman piety * and to bear 
eſteem in the National Miniſtery 3 and alſo he is 
in the World t and therefore know, chat it 
was more jaſt for me to believe bis Afficmation,then for you 
to tale the Accuſed s bare Negation. Therefore Ljudęge, 
my life would lie at ſtake, if Mr. Wille had as good proof to 
prove me a Jeſuite, as I have to prove chat he did advertiſe 
this Gentleman to apprehead me for a Jefuice, 
This ſhall fuffice to this Letter, and ¢o 

of now to your Epiäle Bedient wherein 
excule your — of Mt. ie: but what do you elfe, 
hen you tell him you preiame to be his Armor; Bearerꝰ and 
Complement cell 2 That yee were (pettarer of thoſe 
furious firokes, whereby be ch cifeft Ranbref bis 
pions fell before bim, GCC. 
Why did you nortell your Reader ‘ if you do nor flatter, 
r thofe blows were given, and thoſe battels fought ? 
aed when it was that this Victory was obtained, that you 
ſo much meer! in d and what the Names of thofe a 

Cham- 
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Chi mpiont were, that fell by blows? Methinks, 
if ycu were a Spectator (as j on fay you were) of theſe great 
Conflicts, ycu can refolve theſe Queftions, that ſo you may 
comfort your grieving Reader, ho yer doth believe your 
fin 3 that you told him, , That your Army was 
routed, hich you called the bof of Vraely 
Vour prefumine to bear Mr. ue his Armor, thews how 
little you have ef the Armor of Godin this Spiritual Con- 
Mic 3 and your fighting undet his Shield, (hews how litt le 
you ha ve of the Shield of Pauhs but do yen take Mr. % 
his Armor; and fight under his Shield, becauſe you ſo much 
de ſire it; and I will take the Armor of God, and the Shield 
of Faith, to fight sgainft you, and ſhall leave the fuccelf of 
the Victory to Goc: and though you boaſt upon the put- 
ling on of your Armor at you were fo dreadful, that 
your Enemy wealdfice when he heard of you, (for by con- 
cealing your Name, you theught I fhould never fee you) yet 
know, that it bad been betiet᷑ and more modeft for youto 
have gloried when you had put your Armor off. But I am 
not fled yet ; and if Id Imay de eaſier found upon 
the flight, becauſe my Name is known, then youcan be Wo 
conceal your Name and Place of abode, for no other rea ſon 
that I know of, but for fear left you ſhould be apprehended 


Von now face abou, and direct your ſpeech to me; ind 
tell me, That you hope your ruſbneſi is wor fo great; as Eliabs v 
to David, 1 Sam. 1 7. 18, 28. F en ſay; thar it somybnfinels 
to carry Loaves and Cheefetothe Camp; ent ef the pride and 
naughtine[s of my Heart, that Labowe all others (bould ſing le out 
Champion to encountér with > IF be not 
fo great as Eliabsto David, i ſeems it is'tathnels, though not 
ſo great ; as not onely your words do intimate, but the 
ftory you allude to, 1 Sam 17. 18, 28. by which your 
Reader may {ee you compare yoor ſelf to Ehial, and ine to 
David, who carried Loaves and Cheefe tothe A.- and 
the: Army chat you called she Hof of Iſtael ‘younow'com- 
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pate to the us dcumciled Philidtiges ; and the that! 


carry relief to, coche Iſraci of God, for ſuch was the Ar- 
David carried Loaves.and Cheeſe to; and Mr. 
the Champion cht you fay, I have ſiagled ont to encounter, 
you 2 ctafcily compare him to Gollab : and by this you 
juſtiſie me in my Encoumtet, and condemn your ſelſ of rath. 
neſs in judging me, for that I carried fome ſmall contriburién 
— of che Lotd,as Deviddid to Iſraci. By this the 
Readet may ſee, that you had fo great a ſtomach to be nib- 


You and cel me, That seek Me. 
Brookes bis work; ont of bis hand, or elſe that 1 bighly valued 
my felf as one that could manage it better. gat: 

Firſt, wis not all the audience concerted as well as Me. 
Brookes „in what Mc. #lles. delivered? ſince he cold them 
how dangerous it was to hear men that were not ordained. 
Secondly, did not Mr. lle: conſeſs, that he invited all that 
had Objections to give them in either in word of in writing? 
Thirdly, doth not Mr. Brookes chink fo of men d if he 
doch not, why ſhould you? if I have coals | 
he is the periou offended. 1 

Fourth ly, is not the work Gill in Mr, his hands for 
all that I have ſaid or done? 

Fifthly, is it not greater incivility for yon to take upon 
you to anſwer a particular paper, which was parcicolary di · 
rected to Mt. ier? This ſurely of artoganc 
then spy thing that. bave dose. 


You 20 on, and 


felf ; by which ic appears, you can anfwer Queſtions of your 
on making, eaſier then you can thoſe that are made by ano- 
ther. and laſt, ſee- 
e 


measking, 


Your 
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Vour anſwer is, That rang jeu are Homo nullius Nominis : 
which being Engliſhed, is, That you are a Man of no Name. 
I de ngt blame yon for putting 
no Name to your Book, if youYay true, chat 1 4 
you have Name., But how was. this overt sing put 
fight committed that your God · Fathers and «name hie book 
God - Mothers did not give yon one in your 
Baptiſm ?.or axe you not yer baptized ? if you are noc, was 
it becauſe your Farber. was. excommunicated, or that he was 
no Chriftian and therefore you had noright ? if ſo, ydu have 
done h now to give Mr, let a Teſtimony of your 
Chriſtianity i therefore I doubt not but he will baptize you, 
and that you will in your next be 
Lour laſt Queſtion 1s, But why de you anſwer we in commter- 
Queries? made thiʒ Queſtion, you thus antwer ic 
your ſelf, and tell me, Thit he anfwer by counter-Oweries, 
that I may {ee bow caſie it is for a fool to ul more queftions then 
4 wife man can an[wer. 

Truely Sir, 1 thall willingly become a Fool for Chriſt 
fake „ that I may be wifes but ic feems the foolifh things of 
God hath confonnded the wile : for you fay, the fool bah 
asked more Onefttens then. the wsle mancananfwer. Surely, 
this indeed was the reafon why yon did not anfwer pofi- 


to Queries. And fir, you fare che Quefii- 
on 28 I primed 1 being that upon which many ot m 
Queſtions are grounded, Herein you tell me, I have dealt 
ingenionfly, with Mr, Wiles, inthe right tating of the diffe- 
fence ; andthen you propgand pur firſt conncer- Query, 
Whether, that is nota fin which is prattifed as aGe- 
Spel-duty, and bath no Lom or Foundation in the Gofpel: who 
hath required theſe thingg at your hands? 
Lanier, That is. which is {o practiced with- 
out a Precepc..; and therefore Mr. Wiles, and you berh, do 
etre in layidg wübout Ordind- 
gies 


~ >. * * ~ — * a ¥ 
— 
« 
£ 
4 
4 
* 
14 
4 
15 
4 
4 
* 
t. 
= 
"ad 
| [iat 
J 
* 
* 
* 
2 
* 


tion , and in baptizing Infants , and in giving the Lord's 
—.— to — — fcandslous 


Supper who hathre- 
guired * (and lay-Elders, wich ſuch- like Innovations) at 
our ba patel 1 13 Je, 
2 Queft. Your ſecond Query you make upon mine, is, 

not then unordained mens preaching be fi 
Anjw, Ianſwer, No: becau‘e they have all theſe Text? 
here mentioned, to juſliſie ſuch a Practice; bur 
Mal.3.16.He- you have nove to juftifie thoſe things that! 
ig; objet againtt you in my Anſwer to your firſt: 
14.1 Pet. 4. 10. but to thefe Texts 1 thall fay more in due 
place, when I come to weigh your Queries 

concerning them. ae 

Z Queft, In your next you sk, If Titus 1. 5. le not an A- 
poftolical inftitution for ordaining Elders ; and wherler publick, 


teaching be not an att of that Office, as well as 6 being beth 
ia the [ame commiffion, Mit. 28.19. &c. and whether unordain- 


ed men are not ufurpers of that Office. &C, 
This is the ſum of your Queſtion: ' 
Air. To which Taniwer , firſt, That this Text, though it 
did prove ordaining Elders to be an luſtitution; yet it doth 
not prove, that none but ſuch ought to preach ; for would 
this be a good Argument, Paul left Titus inCreete to or- 
dain Elders in every City; therefore none muſt preach but 
Elders? May not a mant well rea‘on, That Titus was com- 
mapded to ordain Elders in every City i Ergo, there muſt be 
none ordained in Coumety-Villages? 
Again, though Preaching be an GF Office 18 well 
Béptizing, doth it therefore follow tharnone may Preach ont 
of Office? Miy not aman as Well fay, That vifitine the firk 
and praying, end reproving them thacfin,, and to extort th 
private, ate acts of the Minifters Office a¢ well as Baptizin 
doth it therefore follow , that it is a fin to do theſe ucti o 
Of Office?Sainhac ic ig one thing to do theſe ac 
ird anothet at Office, that fimay dd tbem 


Jen Officers thongh che later of be bad “che former 
4 Queft, 


Agood. Do you not fee your 


a * 4 
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Qaelt, You ask, H shere be not a third ching that I forges, 
viz. Ihat Approbationers do not preach as gifted Ire hren, wor 
as lawfully conſtitutod. Officers, bat as having con ent of Aim 
fers, This you would make out by the fimili;ade of my Boys 
telling Cheefe, Tou ſay, lf bebe wotmy Apprentice, but is 
with me upon trialythen he doth not {ell ashe is fit ; for then (you 
fay) every one may ſol my Cheefe that is fofitted: neither can he 
fellas an Apprentice, becaufe he is not bound, c. 

An{w. Now pra 


| y coplider y, this Gmiiicude agrees in po- 
thing, unleſs you will ſay, That as the Cheeſe my Boy vends, 
while he is not my Apprentice is my Chee‘e ; and therefore 


he vends it by my leave, and mult give me account of it: 
fo in like manner the Approbationers you {peak of, vend 
thofe Miniſſers Sermoms that give them leave to preach, and 
not theit on. If the cafe be thu, indeed, . I chink they 
t to have their leave before they vend theit Sermons, 
But if my Boy hath Cheefe ſent him out of the Country, and 
given him by his Father, then he may fell it, not as my Ap- 
prentice ; for he is not bound : nor as my Approbacioner ; 
for it is none of my Cheeſe i cherefore datur tertiam, he fells 
it as he hath right, Somay any Boy ſell Cheeſe: and any 
8 his Heavenly Father hach beſtowed 4 Gift up- 
on him. | 
p yQueft, Your fifth Query is, ſor the ſitſt part of it, con- 
tained in the later pars of your third Query ; cherefote let 
that Anfwer ſerve chat is there given. The other part oſ this 
Query is contained in the firk and ſecond Queries, to which 
Anſwer is already given : onely you ask me, Whether I amin 
Office and bow I came to ityand by whom ord ainod, Ac. 
Ae. Ther when 1 am in Office, J {hall 
you how I came in: in the menn time, let this ſuffice you, 
that I am no Officer ; and when I am, I ſhall yon 
Authority from a divine inſiiimio s. 
6 Queſt. The former part of this, is the ſame uh the 
later part of the thitd Queftion, 10 which Anſwwer is given. 
The vert thing then that you demand io this fixth Query, 


18, How can he preach by vertu of the Adiniſteri conſont: in 
| 
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lation to an Office, that owns not t to ordain bins? &c. 
And bow can I be [atisfied with the power of the (burch to or- 

Anfw, Tanfwer to the laſt firſt, That thisis the fame with 
the later paxt of the fifth Query. However, know, that — 
might have faved chis labour, till you had known that I had 
been for a popular Ordination, And to the former pait I 
anfwer, That the Minifters at VV bite-Hall do dayly approve 
of ſuch mens preaching whom they know to be able and fit; 
though they do ſcruple to be ordained, and do refufe to be 
ordained , yet they do approve of them; and not ſuſpend 
them upon that ſcore, if they judge them godly and Ortho- 
dox: and they ſeldom a:k them that queſtion. 

7 Queſt. You go on, and ask me to thew fome lam that 4 
man may exerciſe part of that —— is not invefted in, &c. be- 
caufe I query whether a man fhould fin to preach out of Of- 
fice, becaufe he wants fome, or hath not all thoſe required 
qualifications, wz. it may be he wants faithful Children, or 
ic may be he miy be foon angry, Gc. You ſeem to coumer- 
balance this query of mine, by laying, There i the fame weight 
in your allegation,as,why may not aman preach that is 4 drunkard, 
er hath many wives, &c. and why doth his Highne{s turn ſuch 
ween ont ? SIC, 
Anfw. To this Ianſwer, letting go many of your imper- 
tinencies of my box making, and Souldiering, and my being 
a Cheefe-monger , as not at all to the queſtion, and 
do ſay, That though his Highnefs do turn out Miniſters for 
drunkennefs, and plurality of Wives, and other ſcandalous 
offences ; yet he doth not turn out men from preaching, be- 
cauſe they have not faithful Children, not becauſe they have 
not fo good ¢ command of their paſſion as they ought, but it 
may be are foon angry 1 neither do the Minifters that are 
Tryers at VW hite- Hal keep men out chat are gifted, nor turn 
men out that are gifted, oot they have not the later qua- 
lifications , pix. faithful Children, or ſo good acommand 
ef their paffion as they ought : yet they do keep out, and 
turn out them that are guilty of drunkenness; 3 
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of wives ;  theirGifts 22 great. So that by 
the Judgement of his Highneſs to whom you refer me, and 
the Minifters at White-Hall, there is much more reafon why 
a man able and godly, may-preach chat is not ordained, and 
ſhall teſuſe to be ordained, becanfe he thinks he to 
obtain ſome further maftery of hĩs paſſion, ox L wait 
till his Children be reformed, &. then there is why a ſcanda- 
lous man ſhould preach unordained, though he have never fo 
great parts; pay, I ſhall preſume that his Highnefs and thoſe 
Minifters at hit Hall, had much rather hear an able unor · 
dained Man preach, then a prophane Man that is ordained, 
2 othet wiſe of great abilities : and yet you tell your 
Reader, That there is as much weight in yours, Why may not 
42 man preach that is prophane f 28 there is in my Query, v 
Why may not aman that i giſted to preach the Goſpel to 
Edification and Comfort, preach out of Office: becauſe he 
indes himfelf ſhott of that power to rule the Church of 
God which that Office requires, ot it may be wants faithful 
Children, or it may be he is ſoon angry, or the like ; and 
therefore is not free to take that Office upon him. I there 
fote ask, why this good man may not exerciſe theſe Gifts out 
of Office: and you ſay, that there is che fame foundation for 
your Why may not 2 prophane per ſon preach ? oc, 
This is the ſum of my Query, and the ſubſtance of your 
Counter - query upon ir, as the Reader may fee by comparing 
Book to Boo 
8 Queſt. Von further query, Jf he that preacheth fins in 
ufurping that act of the minifterial Offiee, then do not 2 fin that 
[hall wittingly and willingly ſubmit to this ufurpation in hearing? if 
be. have xo lawful call to preachy Rom, 1 0. 15. can they have 
wl call to bear? i not the Receiver as bad as the 
Anfy, I anſwer, That yorare forc’d to beg one Queſſ ion. 
to make a ground for. another : for I never granted that ic 
was a fin for unordained Men to preach 1 and as yet yon 
have not pruved ic, though you have begged this Queftion 
over and And for younfaying, The Receiver 4s bad 
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the poor out of Office >? and is he chat receives an Alms as 


to have anfwered Doctor Seamiore and others, 


6) 
and that beciu e it as bid in meto hear one 


that isnot ordained, as it is in ſuch a one that is not ot · 
dained to preach, 


The truch is, if one of thefe be as bad 
as you make ir, the other muſt needs be ts bad alſa. 

No pray conſider, Tho telieve the poor is an acto! 
the Deacons Office, Goth ix therefore follow, char none bac 
Offi ærs my relieve che poor ? ſhould I ſin to miniſter to 


bad asa Thief, if he knows he char gives i ic be out of ‘OF 
fice ? and yet this is your 
But it may be you will ſay, That 
diftribure the Charches frock ss finful,if they do not licen{e him fo 
todo; and then it would fom 4 man the 
frock of the Cherch, 

Lanfwer, That icismoft true: be wet 
8 becaufe he cannot as an Officer give of the 

arches ? So becaufe I may not preach from another Man's 
ſtock, may I nor u from my own, and adminiſter ac- 
cording as have received from God ? though I may not 
adminitter of chat which I have noc, according to that 1 Pe. 
4. 10. Let every man ashe hath RECEIVED the gift, minifter 
the [ame one to another, as good ftewards of e 
God. Aud he ſubj a in the next Verle, If any mas 
{peak let him {peak as the oracles of God Ver. 11. So that 

by comparing thefe Ver/es together, you will finde, chara 
man may as lawfully — he have received a Gift to en- 
able him, ache may diftsibure this Worlds Goods: but he 
norte de che one of che other; nalels he have receiy- 
ed a from Gd to enable him thetero, 

9 Qneſt. You proceed 
polles did wot preach the Goſpel, as is recorded Ad. 18. 24 
2526,28, Cr. you reply asking me, 


To this Laaſwer That if I bad received (atisfaion from 
them, I ſhould bave made notirther ought 
not you by the ſume rule; to hate auſwered all Books exrant 
againft Ordination by Presbycers; beſote 
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in che bebal And if thefe men you 


{peak of have writ do trandle your 
eny fareher? 


Tou 3 tad tell me, page 22. Ther Apollos ta 
(you fey) e read but of two 
ſcilla, and thofe Paul brought with him, dec 
 Fanfwer , That our Queftion is not how few or how ma- 
sy Chridians were Apollos Auditors; but, Whether he did 
end conflanrly without Ordination. 

ac there was and “Prifcilla, and 
thoſe that Paal brought with him which he 
preached to, which were enough to make a Chtittian · Con- 
pregat ion, as vain as yon ſeem to make the conſequence. 
Thereſore i he did preach to the people aforefaid, (viz. A- 
and Prifcila, and Chriftiens that Paul brought 
with him) publickly and conftancly, then he did preach pub- 
lickly and conftantly to a Chriftian-Conotegarion t bur the 
is true by ycur own conſt ſſon; Ergey the laterfol- 

owet 

But you proceed, and uk me; 4 
Church not confpituted be re for ordinary practice in aC 
that is, &c. And further yon ask, // ‘Apollos was not in Office, 
and therefore called a inn Cor, 3. J. amd how do I prove 


hewasnor? 
anfwer, Fird, where do you read of a Church 
Apollos was an Officer’? 


not 
ndly, Do you not ſiy 
1 
aud I never 


then did hinder 

Abd 
Cor, 3. ‘dou this 


ont: inured, 
poe 


in 
in Office ? 18. 

Pricft, and 7 John did nat authorize te 
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. for his worth and mame : 


(8) 
was no neroſſity and how do prove bewas not called, 
co? &c. 
To which I antwer , That you ite an excellent ‘Armoute 
Bearers ls chis your Armour of proof? when a man demands 
of you how you prove ibit foch a ching was. you anfwer by 
asking your Reſpondent how he proves it was nor, True- 
ly, you have more need go to School then write Books, 
But fe s hear what you fay for the Sn yea fay, 
page 23. That it is certain he was in Office. 
Your firſt Reaſon is, He watered the C Paul had 
planted, 1 Cor. 3. G. 1 Cor. 16. 127. 
Ler's try this Argument, and pur it into a form, and then 
it will be thus: 
Apollo did the work of an Evangelift, I Cor,3.6. 
Ergo, it is certain he was in Office at che time 4 na 
taught him, 4d. 18. 
Miy nota manas well reafon chus ; 
Mr. nales preaches at Borolphs Belling s- gate as an Officer, (if 
you will believe ‘ts 
_ Ergo, it is certain he was an Officer when he was infiu- 
Sed into Religion. 
Von go on, — ask me, Jf Apollo 5 worth and name v 
nat thebead of A Faction, Cot. 1.12 
This is your ſecond er to qlee chat cerrainly he 
was in Office. 
Is this a good Atznment, 4 


ge he Was in Officer it in the 
Church? will not this prove 115 Brookes to bt an Officer 
when ſmure times ſhall read the Hiftory of his Lifes feei 
chat hepreaches Chrift , ang 1 efteemed for his werth 4 
name, and Y 1 eke the Head Of a Faction ? 
16 


howd 
ow te you deny an Officer if this be 


Your third Reafon tivated 7 

" There by hewing 


was the Head ofa Faction 
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(f>) 
he might be an Officer then, yet he was not in Office, AA, 
18. and you muſt prove, and not beg. 
Vou go on, and bid me prove th Apollos was ordained 
after he preached Act. 18. 
W bat if I cannot? doch this prove he was ordained ac that 
time ? do not you prove it forme, when you ſuppoſe in the 
later end of page 20. That he might preach by neceſſity j and 
that there was no Organical conſtituted Church at this 
time, and Officers to preach in ic ? and do you nor ask 
me, Whether the Apottolical Inſtitut ion was practiced at 
that time? or, Whether Apollo knew of ſuch a thing as Or- 
dination to be had from the Apoſtles? And do you not 
further fay, Here was evident necefiity ? : 

Now for all chefe quettions that your felf make, to mani- 
felt he was not ordained as Pan was, yet you do prefenrly 
conclude, that he was ordained a Minifter in the fame fence 
as Pa was, at the time that he preached in the Syn 
Act. 18 and bid me fhew if he was notthen ordained,and where 
was he ordained afterwards? when you fay yout ſelf, There 
was no conſtituted Church to ordain ; dad get conclude he 
was ordained at this time. Are not theſe the Queſtious 
you told the Reader would puzzleme? I think it will pur · 
zle you to reconcile them, they are fo contradictious. 


I0o your three laſt Propoſals touching Apollos, where you 
urge the preaching of Apollos, vatherthen Aquila and the Bree 
threns receiving him, A &. 18.27. and bis helping theme through 
grace that believed. cr. 
T heſe, you fay, prove that he wis in Office t but it is but 
your ſay ſo. For doth not the Apeſtie ſay Nom. 1 0. That 
Aguila and Priſcilla were bis holperi in Chrift May I not 
well conclude, that both theſe were Officers, becsule they 
were helpers in Chriſt, as you muy conclude Apollos was an 
Officer, becauſe he helped them that did believe?ls not ibis 
_ wild reafoning and doth che Btethrens receiving 
prove therefore chat he an Officer? then if youfhould 
have occiſion to go to * fhould be received npon 


* 


Willes 
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(30) 
wiles big Letter of Recommendation 3 it feems this would 
prave you to be an Officer:you ſeys it — ſuch a receiving as 
is ſpoken of, Mat. 1 0.40. where it is faid, He that receiveth 
the Di{ciples of C hrift.receiveth Ilanwer; it is 
allo ſaid Lake 9. 48. Thet he thatrectiveth a litle childe in 
— Chrift; May not then as well conclude 

from the {ame geriptures. That every righteous Man, & every 
Childe chat ſnall be received in Chriſi's Name, is an Offices 
in the Church, as you may conclude Apolles was rece iyed, 
according to Aut. 10.40. Officer 


theſe yout puzzelling Propoſals ? 


— (ſay yon why did wae Aquila preach rather then 
os? 

che memi¢ning che oie doth res- 
tonesclode the other, any mote then the Scriprures ſay lng, 
That be, viz; Apalor biped sbem thas belived 


10 rel Von gen ine texts Deen 


att of preac 
anfwer, — this i 15 a Queftion, youſay 
reaching without Authority : and you confeſds, 
That according to theſe Texts, Chtiſtians onvht to meet to- 
Then I demand, Whether 
Chriftians met together do not make u Church, if they meet 
to worthip God ? if ſo, ĩhen you have given away your cauſe, 
by telling of us, that they may exhort one another when 
they are thus merjwhich-isen act of the Minifters Office: ſo 
that chen k ferme unofdainedChriftians my do ac h 
acts of the Miniſtets your own confe ſſiam > ferctiar 
it be done accordine to rule, 
You feem to 
Query ; which ſhewys, that if it be finful for a man to Hear 
onecbat ĩs not ordained , then did Mr. ier fin in 
03 Bont. > 


wane 
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And this you de by asking me, sbether that (Ay. Willes 
may not be called to correct him that ss not called io preach? 
Tiere you beg two things: the one is, That Mr. Brooks 
is not called to preach; and the other is, That Mr. Wiles is 
called io corre : both which are the main things in que · 
ftien. But where is your Text that gives M.Willes a tolerati- 
on to hear M.Brooks,if to hear him be finful? And for your fi- 
militudes which you bring in fead of a proof, do not they in 
the firſt place take that for granted which you are to prove, 
viz. Thai M is 1 Captain, & @ Shepherd, 
and a Phyſit ĩan ? g . But ſuppoſe we pity From which you in- 
the poor, and give you that you beg for, fer, that the cum the 
viz, that he isa Captain 1 I demand thet 
thera Captain , though he may view the E- ich ‘i; pot Lawful 
nemy , whether he may treat with che Ene- for every body, Erg 
my ; and whether he is not an Offender, if hr. Willes may. 
he ſhall run into the Enemies quarters with- 
out leave from his General? and by che Generals leave a 
Souldier may go as well as he: and if he ſhall tide from his 
is he not a Tranf- 

And for your faying, The Shepherd may withftand the Wolf, 

Do you not by thts make all the Martyrs in Queen AZaries 
dayes co be guiltyof their own Blood, in that they choſe ra- 
ther to burn then run? were not moſt of thoſe that oppofed 
the Wolf at that time, Sheep and not Shepherds ? for, to 
their fhame be itfpoken , the poor Sheep fteod by it wen 
moft of che Shi entred i League with the Wollt? 

And for your fimiliude of a Phyfician,de you not fey, That 
aPhyfcian way vifit one fick of the plague, but another wan 
Doth Chriſt chat it as # fin upon the Phyficians onely, 
derbe was ik, abd they er denen 
harge it the 
sir, do youthink , char this excuſe youat the — 
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Chrift,that you did not viſit his members, beciuſe they were 
fick of che Plague? By this Rule, it would be a fn in Mr. 
Willes , vo viſit any of his Parifh that ſhould be fick of the 
Plague, becaufe he is no Phyſician. Por ought that 1 know, 
this is che reafon of the device of Lay-Elders,that fo when a- 
ny is fick,they may fend them, ind fiay at home themfelves, 

12 Queſt. In your twelfth Query that you make upon my 
Queftion, grounded upon Heb 5,12. you demand, Whether 
that Text bath the leaft ground for gifted Brethrens teaching ? 
And all you fay firit and laf amounts but to this, Whether it 
ss underftood of actual teaching ? &c. | 

To which I anfwer, that thefe Queries grounded upon 
my twelfth Queſtion, do come fo far fhort of an Apſwer, 
that it doth not counter · quety the things that ] have pro- 
poled: ſor ĩs actual teaching (te uſe your unknown phtaſe) 
any part of our Queſtion? ſure there is not ſuch a word from 
one end to the other. Methinks you {peak now like one 
that is PUZZELED, 

But yet forall this, you fay, It maybe wnderftood of Mafters 
that ought to teach their Families. 

I pray, ought not Maſte rs teaching their Families to be a- 
cual teaching ? and yet you bid me prove it to be of actual 
teaching, 

But — fay, They were not Stewards to provide, 

Pray, doth not a Mafter in a Family teach as a Steward? 
and is not every good Chrittian to give an account of his 
Ste wardchip? and doth not the Apoſtle Peter fay, 1 Pet. 4. 
10. of every good Chriftian , That he ss to mer as 4 good 
Steward of the manifold grace of God ? and yet you are ſo ig- 
norant as to tell us, That she Apoftle exhorts to teach, but not 
as Saewards. 

And for your faying , That abi Text ss ſpolen in general 
termes, Viz. ye ought te teach, and that therefore it may reſpect 
menen teaching in the Cl urch as well acmen : | 

anfwer,fo. might, if the Scriprure had not faid, The Wo- 
men muſt keep filence in the Churches, 1 Cor.1 4.34. And 
this he cals a part of theix fabjection to the * 
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Hebrew Women were 1 inſtructed in 3 and there- 

om there was no need of a particular exception in this ex- 
tation. 


13. Que@, You query from thoſe Queties that I ground 
upon 1 Cor. 14.124, 31. Why did not conſult the London - 
Miniſters, &c. ſay ing, That ie i vain-glory in me to make the 
ly believe that thefe men have done nothing worthy my re- 

ard. &c. | 8 
: I anfwer as formerly, If they have done enough, what 
needs this wale chat you make by writing more ? could you 
not ina few lines have referred your Reader to them for the 
ſolutions of my Queftions, without any more ado? 
ZBut further, you ask, F the gsfts thas theſe men had Cor. 14. 
were mot extraordinary: 

I anſwer, What is this to the purpofe ? for itis no part of 
my Queftion, co know whether they preached by Gifts ex- 
traordinary or ordinary; but, whether they preached as 
Eres or by Office, let the Gifts be what they will: for fure- 

y, the greatneſs of their Gifts could not tolerate them to 
Preach contrary to a Divine Inſtitution, ſee ing there was no 
veceſſity, it being a confirmed Church (as you call ic) that 

had Officers in it. 7 


You go on, and fay, That they were Prophets,which (youfay 

is an Office pro tempore, improperly ſo called. ) 
Then any one that can 4 99 now adays, may preach, 
by this Argument. But if ic be an Office improperly ſo cal- 
led, then they that prophefied are improperly called Offi- 
cers: ſo that — to ſpeak properly, they did {peak to edi- 
— and comfort out of Office, and as gifted Bre- 
And for your Gmiliende of a Judge his place, you fay, Jf 
Such a place fal, all she Sergeants about the Yawn may feck, for it. 
Which implies , That thete was fome great Bemefice va- 
cant, and that the Apoſtle would have all the Church to 
gape for it, hen he bids chem covet to propheſſe ; ſure ly, 


f 
t 

— 


as they are exhorted, ro edification and comfor 


Weather you may mat fay, That al Ordinations in Chrifen- 


But prey Sir, though all the Sergeants about the Town 
miy lewfally feck for ſuch a place, may all the people about 
the Town feek lawfully for a Judges place when ic falls? for 
this isthecafe ; all the Church are exhorted to cover Pro- 
phefying , and not fome patticulat perfons? and therefore 
you fee that che fimile is befides the matter, fiace that all 
2 Church may lawfully covet co Prophefie ; but all the 
people in a Commonwealth cannot Jawfully covet the place 
of à Judge. 

14 Quett, You fay, A4 fourteenth Query is worth nothing, 
onely (you fay) why may not our whole Charch covet as well to 
be ordinary Officers as to be preaching gifted Brethren? and if 
becaufe it is wonſtrous to have ſo many ling Heads, is it mot 
(fay you) 4s monftreus.to have as many [peaking Tongues? 

As for your faying, fourteenth nery is worth 
nothing: Truely, I might have anſwered all yours at this 
rate, had ic not been that I feared you would have been wife 
in your own conceit. 

Bur further, you fay norhing,indeed,to that which is de- 
minded; but ask, Whether for all men to covet ta (peak be not 
to make the Body a: monfirous as if they did all covet to be Offi- 
cers? 

To which I anfwer, That though they are not all to covet 
to {peak as Officers; yer ic dort not follow, but they may 
all covet to {peak as God hath enabled them, to the edifica- 
tion of the Body, without making the Body monſttous: for 
if all were ro {peak at once, indeed, this were to make the 
Body of Chriſt monſtrous; but to ſpeak one after another 
t, bath not 


ny thing in ĩt of a monſtrous nature 
15 Queft. I come to examine, fince Mr, Wiles told the 
people, That it ss 4 fin for any to preach that are not ordained, 
&c, which of thoſe feveral Ordinationis in Chriftendome, . 
it is chat Chrift approves of, pon y after ſome Que · 
ftions made touching the bufihefs of Ordination; which is’ 
not at all to the Queition before you , v demand ‘of me, 
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cu but thus circumſt at- 
ally? &c. 

1 aniwer, Why did you not fay ſo then, Thar all che Ordi- 
nit ion in Chrittendome are accepred by Chtiſt, without 
asking my leave? But then you mutt know That the Church 
of Rome either erte in the eflentials of this Ordinance, ot in 
circumſtance: if in eſſentials, chen fhe cannot ot ain at all 
if but in circumſſance, then if you dare {peak out, doth not 
Chtiſt approve of her Admimittration of ir ac this day, by 

what you fay in the later end of this Query ? But to pros 
ceed to the next, in which, 

16 Queft. I demand, If a Man might not lawfully by this 
Opinion be ordained at Rome? And: theregpon you query, 
Whether I dare fay that Rome obferves that Goſpel purity in this 
Ordinance ? 

To which I anfwer, That this was no part of my Queſti- 
on, viz. Whether it was as purely 3 but, whether it may 
lawfully be obtained there? 

But you go on, ind Wer the fubftance ma there, viz. 
Rome. 

Then, Sir, by your own Maxime i ic is approved by 

ot „ fince in this Ordinance they do erte but circumitan-. 
y. 
But you go on, end fay, Toe three sings in 
errors circumftantial, 
Tube fin 465 whinthe error is ight, c. | 
The fecond (you tay) is afincere amat the glory of 
The third ss in cafe of ncceffity, lay ye this our cafe 
maw? aud canwe not us it more then at 
Rome? 
8551 an not about to ask yon, Whether it not more 
purely be had bur, whether it may be had lawfully? 
Znut to proceed, ic ſeems chen by your Query, if aman 
doth not think che (mich of ertet ina thing (ag) 
thofe.dp-ehargo bet ſor O ĩon then be being ig 
norant df theix errut m be ordained there, and. 


iy for yourfay, 
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(ay you) a fetting apart men to the Miniftery by Minifters, and 


aim at the [ubftance, with ignorance of the errors in circumſt ano, 
will excufe. 

So that all chat you have faid, though it will not juftifie 
a maus going to Rome fox Ordination, that knows their er- 
rors, and knows there ĩs no neceſſity to go thither, yet it 
doth juſtifie all that are otherwiſe minded, and are fiill ig- 
norznt, by your own confeſſion: for you confefs, that Chriſt 
accepts of all Ordinations that differ but in circumſſance: 
are 2 not indulging the Church of Rome? But to pro- 


Cee 


17 Queft. Idemanded, If the Proteſtant Ordination be 
the onely Jawfal Ordination , then which of thoſe, whe- 
cher Epiſcopal, Presbyterian or Independent, be that which 
Chriit approves of, cc. you query, Whether yor 


may not ſay, All are approved by Chri 


But doth all you have ſaid fignifie Chrift’s epprobation of 
allchefe ? have youurged any thing but that which is as dif- 
putable as the thing inqueftion , and fo endeavour to prove 
one doubrful thing by another? for you ask me, Jf that I de 
not eafily fee all thefe , viz. the Epiſcopal, Presbyterian, and the 
weſt ſober Independents , own the effence of Ordination, that is, 


that they de practice the purity of that Ordinance by ſetting apart 
fit men in way, for thoſe ends a Miniſtery is appointed, 


without [uper|t it intermixtures. 

Sir, when you have proved this which you ask me, Jf J — 
do not eafily fee, to be in all che Ordinations before menti- 
oned, then I hall grant your confequence, wiz. Thar Chtiſt 
approves all theſe Ordinations : but in the mean while | 
deny the Antecedent; for all you fay, /ssight eafily [ce it: 
but if ic was (© eafie for me to fee, why wis it not as eaſie 
for you to have proved ic ꝰ is this to reaſon rationally? or 
is it not that which a Scholar, that values either credit or 
conicience, would ſcorn vi. to take ic for gtanted all theſe 
Miniſters are ſuch, and that all their Ordinations are lawfal ; 
and then conclude, that Chriſt ow us them all, and give us 
mo Text to prove any thin; you fay, though che * 
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of the Contrevesfie depends upon ir: 
Queft. And becanI query if all thoſe Ordintsions 
of Epiſcopacie and Presbytery, dc, were lawful. (as you 
conſeſs) then why were thefe Ordinations oppofed one to 
the other, by chefeveral Patrons of chem? This was the 
ſubſtance of that Query. Youtherenponask me, Jf / am 
not unc haritablo to charge the error of one man (meaning, Dr. 
Tayler , who oppoſed the Presbycers, as Men that had no 
power co ordain ) spon the ref oF the Epifcopal way ? Bcc, 

To which I That though I cited him for brevity 
fake „yet I did refer the Reader g to hi Book called, Epifce- 
pacie afferted, where hecites the Fathers, and the a 
Opinion of the Churches, for the proof of what he faith a- 
gainft Ordination by Presbytets ; to which you have {aid 
nothing, but tell us a {tory at the third hand of What Biſhop 
uſber told the King of the practice of one particular Church, 
viz, of Alexandria ; and of what the Rubrick ſaith, and of 
what Dr. Prid. ſaĩth. But to theſe I may anſwer, That it is no- 
thing to the Opinion of moft of the Bishops way, and that 
not onely in A but where-ever that Government is 


And for your citing the London · Miniſiers, are not they 


would fain make all Antiq 1 Coo for the things they 
2 „ that che yo n may not be fulpe- 
19 Quest. In my nineteenth Query 3 If chat the 
‘Ordination by Bifhops was lawful , why then did the Pres- 
2 throm down Epiſcopacy, and not rather reform 
2, his was the ſum of chi To which, in ſtead 
„ you ask, 7 fill go en in my unchriftian 
gen wher tell me I de lay inj er, hut blood 
resby 


the head 
do! any — onlikes Chrifian if 
Ordination was 


char, he crue,as.you fay That Epifcopal 
that they did it in the purityof it; wit heut 


like to be good Witneffes, ſeeing they are parties that 


cer 


̃ —ͤtrmp ²˙1, q ̃ mu — 
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Bloody, 


‘what 


were they 


a ‘or Who Wark, pray 
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Query; then how doT exhibic: 


Wem, by asking why they r 


‘the Pre did throw dewn the of 

for this hr yer in Ordination ? c. 

Tantwet ‘as before, If chen did etre in orher $y why | 

were not thofe reformed y Ordination by Bithops fill 
po- 


ſeeing {yon that their Ofdination wis: 


fay That Epifcopal Ordination’ was in 
ity and yer ask me Whether tha: Government was thrown 
ome whirl} f the Ordon hem eat it be in pu- 
“This ie an anchriftian Charge indeed, ~and 
‘thetefore yen thdnghe you would ‘cry out firſt, others 
were onilty , that your ſelf not be for, 
thar {tory of were true, (neh is deubtſn 
in maby things ) doch not this thew what Spirit vou are of, 
Taying the caufe of the Tete Wars, ar the R Deors? 
have they nde Beet 1 to their Power, t free 
their Country from flevery,ss any, both in Parle and Peri ꝰ 
the cuuſe the ſccond Wer in Scot- 
land, the fecond War in ‘wis aay of them 
you call A in the Eugegemett 
thee did foyn co Fring in King seat’, inge 
fir, atid England Mar ie the 
made all 

let me 
ined with 2 
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4a) 
they bare cried down incbeir the Jeluires, bath 
been found breathing ia them. 
And for proof hereof , I thall refer che Reader to thé: Hix 


ſtoties and Writings that have been by Patrone 
of che Presbyterian way,. Chall 
who in his Hiftoryof the ‘Reformation she Churelvof Scot- 


land, faith, That winbent the Reformation whieh they defited, 
they (meaning the Covenantete) weld never be ſljoſt ta 
mortal mare: Set BHiftery of Scotland, 
— preſſion in O&avo, 
the King See Knox pag. 49% 0. 
And, Thas if Princes $e the truth, their 
Subjects are freed from their O to 
his they learned from Gi v for when 
* ochers; firſt preached, che Bithop of 
of the City aud had as acivil Calving in 
his Letret to Cardinal Suloicio vrriteth, Fas alia 
partes, & c. Aud ver withous any Monod: of. 
* (hien chey as Chtiſtiate were bound ¢6 give him 
hid a Thief eddan 
emielveswich ſuch affiftance an they could 
ger ſthreww bint ole of fince which ame 
n hath bern privcipleaniony che eppeecs 
by bum gan in his Preface to Goodman's wheretie 
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The People are 
‘Again, be faith, Pops ef, cui velit deferet 


pag. 13. De Regni : The People have 


Again, nag · 2 5. he fone 


Reges veluti tabularierums Coftedes The making ef Laws 


to the People 5 

Again, pag. $8: be faith, 7 people have rhe power over 


It were good (faith he) that rewards were appointed bythe: Peon 


This Spirit ow ‘old Presbyterians 
{pired With abe the ſame time, as. che Author of che Book 


Of Obediencey (bur rather of Rebellion) dorh.mapifelt, page 
weither the CMagifirate rr 


215. in theſe words, faying 


thew (faith he). 
Prince, pag, 186. Andia pag, 


may kill a Moles did F, 


if bebe bu permitted eM — 


(who allo wasin chat time as great a 
Presbyterian-Reformation 


590, Salt de promife 

DG in g. 180, 1883. 
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pag. ‘he faith; Regeelt praftantior & melior 
and of greater Au. 
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he Numb. 85. did 
their de, (aneaning the. common people.) 
feBionfeam God, te hang up [uch Rolers a [bal draw them from 


vate perſon, or che common people ates. do not 

Preface to Book) mas approved baft learned in 
Geneva meaning of tne Genewanito- 
gether with fome Bricith Patrons, of chat fon bees 


Goodman and Whitringam y was bly, Males 
(over overdale, who did 
tingam made a Preface great — 
all compare 95 alts ages Wish t 
Bice of Presb ever fince De b in Scotland 


or unſit for their .. tis 

FAMED » are Geer ed by you and Me, Wilken, A the 

were men that ate who- 


‘ever er of thefe forecited 1185 
2 chat chere was litle reaſon w 
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(3) 
tion of the Jefaites, by Pope Pauli the third; whichis thut 
much in Enelith : 1% judge it expedient for the great Devoti- 
onto the Ses Apoftolike , and more fuk ation of eur own 
Wills and Plea{ures, that the pro ſeſſed ef this ſociety, befides the 
common bond of three vows 5 be further tied by Special vow! fa 
that what ſoc ter the Roman Bifhop for the time being fhall com- 
mand pertinent unto the [alvation of mens fouls, and propagation 
of the Faith, they {hall be bound to execute the fame prefentiy, 
withomt ter grverſatton and excw(e, whether they ſpall be fent unto 
Turks,or unto Infidels, even unto thoſe that are 7. 
the Indies, or unto Hereticks or Schifmaricks, &c. Which Vow, 
though ic be bad enough, and not to be approved, yet it hath 
not more of a bloody Nature then is contained in the fore- 
paſſages out of Presbyterian Authors. 

14 


By this you may fee, that Mr, Wiles and you had fo itt le 
reafon to cry ont againſt the Auabaptiſts, for being bloody, 
aud again{t Magiftrates, that you and thofe of your way, had 
veed wath your ows hands, before you can with comfidence 

jultly cry down the J eſuites, fince your Principles areas bad 
as theirs this pattfcul 
And therefore mac Me aner; Jeſuite, hath writ 
congratulatory Epiſtle to the Covenanters in Scotland, print- 
ed inthe yeer 1640 where,in he faith, He heartily doth 
congvaralate with them, and doth rijoyce at their begua-rermrn 
to their Mother the Church of Rome, im thar they have forfaken 
the erronions Opinion of the Proteftants , concerning the ci 
have happily (is that particular joyned with the 


And in the ſume page he Thit they, Mr. the ptes- 
byterians, have fo well begun at the Head, the 

that they will imsbrace other members of the N 

By which the Reader may fee that. the 8 have 
fonghit to climbe by che 
thoagh bow they cry out the ſume which 
makes me ‘remembet in old “Which * 
Pres- 


reihen, though ir hath — applied to Princes. 


Presbyt 


ers inthron when orce 
Threw dewn by which afcended, 


20 Quef, Bur you proceed tothe —.— Query, and 
therein you tell me, That Bqheps did mot ordain as Bifhops » bue 
a Minifters: in anſwet to my twentieth Query. 
gZut how do you prove they did not ot dain as Biſhops? 
This is à figment of your own brain: for if they did it as 
Minitters,why then might not any Miniſter have ordained,es 
as they? but they never fuffered any ſuch ching among 
And ſor That they were lawful Minflers 
therefore jou do not diftruft bis promife of being wi 


: 5 an Argument is this ? may not any body by this 
Argument cry up themſelves for Minifters, (a8 too many 
now adays do) and fay, That Chrit will be with chem to 
the end of the Worldꝰ 
Therefore before yon go to prove shed which} deny 
L that whichis denied, chat they ate Chrilt’s Miniſters: 

if they be your Brethren, the Presbyteruas have 
done very ill to hon them our of their Livings, aed ex- 
poſe their Wives and Children to penury and want ,. while 
they enjoy their Places and Revenues. Did evet Chriſt s 
Mimifters turn any om of cheir places, that they judged 
Chrift’s Minifters ? or did ever any of them come to take the 
profits of anceher ’s living without bis conſent which was 
the incumbent, when they judged the moumbene Chriſt's 
Miniſter ? and yer thefe things have been done without 
bluthing. So that — you fay. Chrift bath not devefied 
ſome body bath devetted them of 


ln che twenty one Query Ldemaod, why 
— if shat 


ſtill 
‘their Ordination Ordination be of God nce theis was neve 
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(634 
taken from them in an Eccleſuſtical w 2? which is the fun 
of this Queftion : whereupon you query, What mat 
taking: away Asthority. 

3 When they ſhall be devefted thereof, by the 
Church, for lcandalous and enormous ctimes. 

Lou ask, lf Epifcopal Authority of 40 
not founded upon Gods word? 

I anfwer , firſt, If Epiſcopal Authority to ordain as Mini- 
fters be abſutd, ——j ic cannot be grounded upon the 
Word of God ; ‘and that ĩt is{o , appears : for is it not ab- 
ſurd for you to fay, That che Biſhops Authority is of God 
to ordain Minifters ; and yet fay, That they malt not ordain 
as Bifhops, but as Midiſters? or if Epifcopal Authority be 
of God, then they may lawfully ordain as Bifhops : * all 
will confefs, That a man may lawfully exerciſe any Authority 
thac comes from God, 

Therefore, how ridiculous are you to confeſs, That E- 
piſcopal Authority is of God ; and yet fay, they muſt not 
ordain as Bifhops, but as Miniſters? 

And tothe later part of your Counter · Query, about the 
purity of Ordination, I have already aniwered, linen se 
you how fhamefully you beg the Queflion, by taking it for 
granted, that your Presbycerian-Ordination is a purer Or: 
: 12 any other, — forthe proof thereof, you 
ave not alledged one Text nor Argent y: 
whole Book, 

For the chird in this Qnefiion, I aniwet 
that when I come to {peak to the twenty fevench Query. 

22 Queſt. I demand in my twenty fecond Query, If that 
Chrift had ever twoOrdinations in his Church, one contrary 
to the other ; and yet both lawful : for ſuch is the Rae of 00 
piſcopacy and Presbytery, 

In your counter to this, you talk of Losick,and i ite 
deed you do but talk of it : for hed you obferved the Rales 
ering and proving tbe nm. 
, tat 1 fay any cing hac ne 


70 


(35) 
2 laſt Queſtion, if I do fay, The Epiſcopal and 
resbycterian Ordinations cannot be both of Chrift’s ap- 
poĩntment, ſince they contradi& one another? Bat you 
think co falve this fore by telling us, That they are not contra- 
dictious, fince they both agree in an Ordination by Minifters, and 
differ but in circumfbances, &c. 
Tothis I anfwer, That they ſo differ, that where any hath 
been ordained by meet Presbyters, it hath (in moſt parts 
of the Chriftian World) been efleemed.as arullity: and 
where Presbyterians Ordination hath been allowed, it hath 
been but in cafe of neceſſuy, as appears by the Englifh Bi- 
fhops Confe ſſion to the Biſhops of Scotland. 
That it hath been adjudged a nullity, viz Ordination by 
Presbyters, I prove, firſt, from the teſtimony of Hicrom: What 
(ſaich he) doth 4 Biſhop, abat 4 Prieft doth not, Epift. ad Evagri- 
EXCEPT ORDLINAIION ? Chryfeffeme um, Hom, 11. in 
ſaich the ſame: Bibep (faith he) exceeds a ad Timot. ini- 
Prieſt ONELY IN ORDINATION. ™ 
Athanafius, {peaking of J{chyras, who profeft to bea Prieſt, 
That he did but boaft himfelf to be one: 
for (faith he) he is in mo fart to be approved of, Eph. 
feeing be was not ordained byaBibop, but iy * 
Coluthius, 4 Presbyter. | 

And the Councel of Alexandria, {peaking of che fame 
Coluthins, faith, That be died inthe SIMPLE DEGREE 
OF A PRESBYTER ¢ and therefore all the impofitions 
of bands exercifed by bim were null; aud that all thofe that were 
ordained by him were but lay Perfons ; and under that name 
and title of lay-Perfons, they were admitted to the Holy Com- 
Again, Epiphanies reckons Ordination by Presbyters as 
an Arrian Herefie, Her. 7 3. in as much as Arrinsheld, That 
the Presbyters might ordain as well as Biſbepi, ccc. 

And farther he ſaith, That she Epifcopal Order i to beget 
Fathers to the Church 3 whereas the Priefily (er Presbytersan) 
Ordir is to beget Children by the Laver of Regeneration : and 
therefore (faith he) they (meaning the * 3 


— 
> 
e 
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dain wer Fathers and Doctors te the Church, &cc. 

Angufin Herel. 53. blames the Arrians for that — 
had learned of one Arrius to oonfound the Order of Prieft 
and Bimop. 

ls it not plainthen colt yon delnde your 
Reader aying, That was no contradsétion touching this 
matter, and that it was the error of one man, meaning Dr. Tay 
lor? when, indeed, your ignorance is very great if you fay, 
He was alone in this matter. By this the Reader may fee, 
That former cimes did nor eſteem both Ordinat ions lawful, 
viz. That that was done by Biſhops, and that that was done 
by Presbyters « bur looked upon the one as a meer nullity: 
fo that whatever you fay, there hach been a manifeft contra- 
di&ion ; atid that the difference was nor citcumſtantial, as. 
you vainly tell your Reader, but effencial’: : for not onely 
che Fathets but Councels,judzed Ordination by Presbycers 
a meer nullity, nd that Epiſcopal Ordination Was effential 
to the being of she Minifters Office. 

So that the thing you fo much talk of, vir. That both 
theſe Ordination are of God, is a meer Bur more 
of this anon. 

23 Queſt. In my twenty Tdemand, If 
the Independent- Ordinari ion be of God, wherein is Mr. 
1 Brookes to abe condemned, if tie preach according to the La- 
dependent-Ordination? Vcu hertdpon tell your old 


viz That you cannot hrlieve by I have ur 

1% be accsrding to 221 butt what 9 
ers, 

To which I anfwer, That this was no my bafinets 
in the Queflions propofed ,from fixſt to laft: for all a 
a finels was to thew by the light of thoſe Queties, Thar it 

| Was not finfal to ab Without Ordination , and chat Mr. 
Wiles bis Ordination was a meer nullity chat he fo much 
gloriesin, and thut it is not that which Chritt 
and for flandets, in ſtyipg, That 
as Acloak for Antdaptifm, Bec. Dig ye tor bluth 
writ this not, by — 


* 
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ſion, appeared as publickly for that which you call 4. 
lagen? Do you not tell your Reader, That I did pa- 
lich appear. atthe Difputation held at Clements, without Tem- 
ple · Bax, which was againft [nfant-Baptifes ? Aud have I noc 
publiſned my Opinion in print touching this Conrroverfic ? 
and yet you are ſo impudent as to tell your Reader, / appeared 
for Independency a that my deſ might be the more 
plaufible. It's no wonder that you conceal your Name, ſince 
you can write at this rate. 3 

24 Quel. I ask in my twenty fourth Queſtion, If that 
Ordination by Presbyters were the onely Ordination, 
where was an Ordination to be had in Ewg land thirty yeers 
ago ? | | 
- Your Query thereupon is nothing, but to enquire, he- 
ther Presbyterian and Epifcopal-Ordination might not both be 
lawful? and bid me prove by 


the next 5 That Bilbep 
‘NOT ordain then, and that Presbyters CANNOT ordain 


sCOXLD 


| 
Ob fhamelefs Diſputant | I told you yeu could talk of 

Loęick; but how little you uſe, let the Reader judge. 2 


main defien in pro my Queflions, was to put 
one ox other the proof of that which was fo frequent - 
ly viz. That the Ordination by Bibops or by Presb y- 
ters, i of Gad; (meaning that which is practiced by the 
National Minifters,) And you come forh, and bid me 
prove, That the Bifhops could not, and that the Presbyters can 
not. If you can diſpute no better, you ſhall never commence 
Maſter of Arts. 

Sir, is it not a fad thing, for you to tell your Reader in 
your Epiſtle to him, That this Doftrine of Ordination that ss 
now contended fer 5 is foundation-Doftrine ? And when 
* are demanded i proof of it, you ſhamefully ſhuffle, and 
not 


me prove in my neut, That it is not, end that they had 


power to ordain; or if the Biſhops and Presbyters did 
not ordain true Miniſters. Therefore take an Anſwer: I fay, 
They did not and charge you 
‘Man, and provethey did. 


in your next corealon like a 
F 2 | 25 Queft, 


— 
/ 
2 
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d 
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kindes of Oxdination itis thar God approves of? This was 


rence was but in c ire unnſtance &c. 


2 ueft, 10 my twenty demand Why 
tell his Hearers:, which of thoſe 


the ſum of this Query. 

To which you reply and the m ally you fay, i is ‘Thee 
if 1 have heard Mur. Willes in all his Sermons upon. this Sub- 
ject, I might not rigid for Epifco- 
pacy, Presbytery, nor Inde but for a Moderation, & c. 


and that Ordination any o tbefe so —— {ecing: the 


I have anfwered to this alreac — over — thefe 
by your own confe ſſion, mnitallef them be proved to be 
Chrifi’s Mini ders, before their Ordination be valneds 
and alſo you mutt prove, That Chrift evet did allow of Or. 
dinations fo palpably conttadid 5 theſe are, which 
will further in my following Anſeets) beſore thete 
— any weight in what you, or M. ies hath (aid to 
tion, 

However , if Mr. ue doth well i being indifferent in: 


this matter, hew evilly hath the of ourPresby>. - 


terians ſpent the ir — about ſuch trifling circumftances, 


while the more weizhty matters have — negledted ꝰ 


how furioufly have they oppofed the and Inde - 
dent Goverument and Governours, though they have. 
en fuch, which you fay are Chriſt and thar the 


— ate but circumſtantialꝰ 


Fer proof of ebis, J fhall refer che Reader to. Ms, Ed. 
wards his Gangrenawherein he as much condemns ordained 
Minifters in the Independent way, as any other SeQ whar- 


ever ; and this was generally approved of by moſt of the 


Presbyrenan Race, as appears by. The ſeveral Letters ſent io 
encourage Mr. Edwards, which he hath printed in his Book, 


which (he ah) he. received from godly Presbyseriane 


pot the. voile of shin het difference jn abe 
all intelligent Men 7. which youmouft needs fay was. 


to little purpoſe, if what you fay of all cheſe forts of, Ordie 
mations * ttue. ~ 26, Quelts 


; 
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1 demacd Nei Mr. ale his Or: 


dination be from the Line of Succeſſion ? or whether ir was 
from any necefiluy?&e. ps 

And yeu 4sk Whether I de 

true CMinifiers and. there is not acafe 
broke off ? and whether ſuch a 
— make true Minifters? 

This is that you call unanſwerable. This you challenge 
me to aniwer ; and therefore I fhall ſoon diſmount your 
confidence, by telling you, That by this Ar cl ate a 
itue Miniltes : for either I am one by fucce or neceffi- 
ty; if che Line of Succeflion was we then I ama Mini» 
fier by neceſſuy. Would not this Argument juftifie ali Sects 
tha ſchiſmed from Rome, as well as you?: And did not all 
the Sects that departed ftom Reme imo other novel and 
lirange Opinions, worfe then thoſe they left, reaſon thut, 
Thatthey ad fcme men which were in religious Or» 

ders, — ſepatu ed with them, and ſothey pretended — 
they had a ſucceſſive Authority; or elfe they will tell 
That they were the firſt Reformers j and cherefore ive 
Laws muſt give place to peceſſuy, and ane all chat 
ſucceed from them are a true > 
I callenge you to anſwer, Why this ĩs pot as good 
gument to prove any company of men that ſhall depart from: 
Romero be a itue Miniftery, as well as any that you plead 
for ꝰ though they ſhould run ‘from the etrors.of 2 into i 
other errors that were as bad orworfe. . 
But I therefore aniwerfurther, That thong 


aman can- 
not be a true Miniſter but by oneof theſe ways, ĩt doih vot 
therefore follow , (as I have already thewed in my Aniwer 


to Mr, Willes his Lettęr at the g of this Book, thas 
Mr. Wiles is a Minifter either of iheſe wayes. For though 1 
thefe two to be the way — admiflion into the Mi- 


grant 
niſtery, yet I do deny hin vebe eures by ekherof:themy. 
though he fucceed from thoſe you call our firſi Reformers 
for 1 do deny, Chriſt 
way, or chat they had either lewful Succeſſion 


7 
* 
— 
* 
* 


ſuy to authotize them. But of this more anon. 
27 Quett, I demand, If Me, der be a Minifter by fuccel- 
whether he did not ſucceed from Rome? 
You therenpon demand, Why there may not be 4 law{ul 
fuceeffion from the Apaſtlet ly Rome? pam 


Your fitſt Reaſon is, Becawfe the sorruptions of the firft Re · 
_ceivers could not null this Ordinance, Kc. 
To bich Ianſwer, What if chat be granted? That the 
cottupt ion of Receivers could not null an Ordinance, this 
doth not prove that corrupt Receivers of the Ordinance of 
Baptiſm can adminiſter Baptim, or that Receivers 
of the Lord's Supper can admimifter ic lawfully , after they 
have been feparaced from for their corruptions, 


But your fecond Reafon faith , That the corruption of the 
Difpenfars „could not make the ſucceſſion ceafe. 
And this you would prove by many fimilicudes : you fay, 
— Law doth not loſe its force, if it be pronounced by a wicked 
Judge, &c. | 
1 aniwer, If this Judge be lawfully turned out of his place 
fot wickednefs,chen though the Law doth not lofeics force, 
yet chis Judge hath no power to adminifter it: ſo I fay of 
your Ordination, That if you had juſtly eje ed the Pope, 
he had after this no power to admimifter the Laws of Chriſt, 
no mote then a Judge that is thrown ont hath power to ad- 
miniſter che Law of the Land, Thus your fimile makes a- 
giinſt you. 

And for your fimile of Judas and a hypocrite, whence you 
would infer, That their heart-corruption deth wet null God's 
Ordinances that are admuniftred by then. 8 
Lanfwer, That it is trae, That fo long as their fins are 
like your Name, unknown, if they do adminiſter Ordi- 
nances they may be valaed , but What if their fins are 
kpowa , and that they (hall be rejected as Hereticks or as 

{candalons Perfons , have chey then any power to admini- 

18 
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* Anſwer will ferve for i the ref of your fimili- 
tudes, | 

But further, If the Church of Rome was Apoftates and 
Hereticks, and the Church of England had ¢j:&ed her, 
and ſepatat ed from her, and judged the Pope to be the great 
Ant ichriſt, as indeed they did, then it followeth from Scri- 
pture, That it is afin to receive Ordination from them: for 
the Scripruse faith, Matth. 18. If that 1 2 refufe io hear 
the ¶ hurch, he ſhould be efteemed as a heathen And a publi- 


oan. | | | 
Now then, if the Church of England did reje& Rome 

’ for her ſin and Idolatry , ic was then as lawful for me to go 
to any Fellow under a Hedge, and be ordained by him; as 
it is to go to any ejected or excommunicated Perfons for it: 
and if the Chorch of Rome be not cut off from being a 
Church , then are you very wicked, in that you have not 
communion wich them while they are of the Body; if the 
are not of the Body, then any of the Body hath as mu 
power to adminifter Ordination as they, 

And this is not my fingle Opinion, but it hath been the 
Opinion of former times: for Atbanaſius faith, in Epift. de 
Concilitss BY what right can any be Bifhops, that do receive their 
Ordination from Hereticks ? | 

And further be faith. That it i impoffible that Ordina- 
tions made by Secundus, being an Arrian, could have any force 
in the ( hurch of God. e 

And ſurther, If the Pope be rejected as that great Anti- 
chriſt, it cannot be imagined, that he whom all the Pro- 
teſtants judge to be Chriſt ’s greateft Enemy fhould fo far 
ferve che great defigns of Chrift's Glory, as lawfully to or- 
dain and impower men to preach Chrift. So that either you 
did not leave the Church of Rome, and reje& them as Here- 
ticks; or if you did, you ought not to be beholding to them 

‘for your Ordination. 

And ſurther, the Proteſlant Calvinifts in France > fayy in 
the Confeffion of their Faith , Confef. Arr. 21. That aber 
Calling is extraordinary; und do confitm the fame by cheir 


practice 


| 
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practice, in that they ordain anew 5 ſach Priefts as revolt 


from Reme : but if the corruption of the Difpenfers did 
not make their Ordination a nullity, then there was no 
reafon for fuch a practice in a reformed Church, 

And Mr. Whitaker is of this minde : for faith he, we 
would not have you think, that we make ſuch reckoning of 
your Orders, 4 to bold our Vocation unlawful without 
them. 

Aud Mr, Falk, that famous Oppoſer of Rome, tells 
them, That they are deceived highly if they think we eſteem of 
their offices of Biſbope, Prieſts and Draconis: better 
Fee his Anfwer pho, Lay-Men. And further, Mr. Full ſaich, 
to a counterfeit ; : 
Catholick,p.so That with all our heart we (meaning the Pro- 
teltants abhor and deteft all your ſtinłing grealie 
Antichriftian Orders. And yet othet of you glory in your 
ſucceſſion. 
See the cont tadictions among your felves |! who of you 


fhall aman believe? 


So that if I fay, You cannot have a lawful Ordination 
from Nome, ſeeing they were by you judged Hereticks, and 
ſuch as were defervedly excluded; I have the S-tiprure of 
my fide that ſaith, Von ſhould eſteem ſuch as Heathens. 
Ihave feveral eminent Lights that fhined in the Church of 
old. Thave fome of the reformed Churches, and therein 
Many very famous both at home andabroad, which are of 
my minde. 


Your laft Ateument you bring to this Point is, That Chri- 
Hi unity was profe sand therefore you ask me, I I will fay there 
‘was not g company of true Belsevers all the time the Pope ruled 


Here, BC. | 
infer, Jf they were true believers, thenthere 


Whence 
was Church; and sf a Church, then there muft be a Miniftery, 
becauſe (you ſay) Chrift promifed Epheſ. 4. i 1,1 2,13. That 
‘the Saints fheuld have {uch a Miniftery till they come to be a per- 


If ibis be a good Argument, why do you rail ata 


| 
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Anabaptiſts? For dare you fay, There is noc true belicvers 


among them? if there be, then by your Logick they area 
Church ; and if aChurch, then they muſt have Chrift’s 
promi(e fulfilled, and they then muſt have a ttue Miniſtery, 
till they come to be a perfe&man, 

By this Rule, Mr. Brookes his people ate a true Church, and 
mult have 2 true Miniſtety, or elſe you muſt fay, The people 
that walk with him are all Unbelievers, 

28 Queſt. I demanded in my twenty eighth Query, Whe- 
ther the Church of ‘Rowe was not as good a Church when 
your Predeceffors left her, as when they received their Or- 
dination from her, &. / 

To this you anſwer, That ſſe was as good when you left her, 
as ſhe was when Ordination was received from her. Ard fur- 
ther you ſay, Ton did not forfake her as ſhe was a Spouſe of ( hriſt, 
but as {he mas an HARLOT &c. | 

Sir, [ fee now you are puzzeled, indeed; for ycu grant 
fhe was as good when you leſt her, as fhe was when your 
Predeceſſors were ordained by her. 1 

And after you fay, She was not ſorſał: us Chrift . Spouſe, 
but as a Whore or Harlot. 

So then it appears by your owngrant, That fhe was none 
of Chrift’s Spou’e or Church at the time the did ordain your 
Predeceffors : for you fay, She was a Harlot when you left her 3 
and then you fay, She was as honeft as when your “Predeceffors 
were ordained by her. 

Is it not a thame then, that yon ſhould fay, That you are 
Legitimate? when after you have taken pains to prove it, 
you face about, as though it were too hard à Task for you, 
and in words at length call your Mother aWhere : for whar 
do you leſs, when you call her 4 Harlot? in pag: 39. it the 
beginning of ir, Is not this madnefs to a great degree, 
that you fhould fay, Rome was none of Chrift’s Spouſe, but 
aHarlor; and yet labour to prove, (if you could ) That at 
this time in the middeft of her Whoredoms, fhe had power 
to ordain Minifters to preach Chrift? Pray tell me, why 
any man might not have taken 42 him to ordain , aswell 
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4s Rome, if this be true that youfay, Did evet our Lord 
Chrift give the power of Ordination of Miniſters to any 
but his Sponfe or Church, whereof he isthe Head ? and 
whenfoever the fhall turn Whore, and ptoſtitute her ſelf to 
other Lovers, hath fhe not loft this Power and Authority? 
is fhe not then like unſavoury Salt, fit for nothing ? and yer 
by your Logick, fhe hath Authority from Chriſt to ordaia 
ets to preach the Goſpel. 

This very ſaying of yours, wiz. That your Mother, the 
Church of Rome, wis a Whore at the time your Predeceffors 
were Ordained by her, confures all your conceics cf a lawful 
Succeſſion. | 

29 Queft, I proceed to the twenty ninth Queftion,where 
I demand , If all che Miniſters chat were in Exgland be 
fore Auſtin the Monk, were not brought into communi- 
on with che Roman - Church ? And this was the {um of that 
Queſtion. 

To which you make no anfwer ; but in effect ask me the 
fame ching over again, viz. Whether Gildas doth not report 


of a CMiniftery in England, before Auſtin the Monk ? 


Nc. and, Whether there might not remainthoulands that had not 
bowed their knee to Baal, and we not know of it? | 
To this I anfwer, That then your Miniſtery could not be de- 
rived from the Britiſh Succeffion, if you did not know whe- 
ther they did bow their knee or no, But ĩf hat you faid be- 
fore was true, hat the Church of Rome had a power to ordain 
in the midſt of their pol lutions, chen ic is no great matter 
whether they did bow to Baa/ or no, as to the matterin 
queſtion, feeing that if they had, by your Logick, it could 
not have hindred your lawful Succeſſion from them. 
30Quelt. To my thirtieth Queftion, which demands, 
Whether there was in England a Succeſſion of a true Church, 
ſepatated from Reme, all the time the Papal Power was ex- 
erciſed here? and how it did appear, That the Succeffion of 
the Miniltery of Exgland, was from this reformed , rather 
then che Papal Line? 


You 


1 
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Vouanſwer is before, That there might be a Succelfions 
though we know mot of it, &c. 

This being the fame with the former, let the fame Aniwer 
ſuffice; onely let me tell you, That it is very improbable, 
that a Church fhould remain in Exgland in oppofition to 
Rame, all the time the Papal Power was here, 
ſince Auſtin the Monk by force and arms was / thofe that 
reftlefs in ſubjed ing the Britains in all parts 3... 
to the See of Rome. crs 

31 Queft, I proceed to the next Qneftion , which doth 
demand, Whether ic was nora fin to leave Rome as a Cage 
of every unclean thing, if fhe was entruſted with the Ad- 
miniftration of Chri't’s Ordinances, as a Church, c. This 
was the ſubſtance of che Queſtion. | | 
Upon which you query, Whether fhe may not be aCage of 

a unclean thing, and yet have Gods ſacred Ordinances among 
them ? | 

This is che ſum of your Quefiion, unto which you would 
give light by feveral ſimiliiudes: one is, That if a Thief 
have a Bible in his pocket, he is notwithftanding a Thief. Hence 
you would infer, That Rome may be poſſeſt with Gods Ordi- 
nances, though they are Thieves, 

But have you forgot your felf ? did not you fay, That the 
receiver was as bad as the thief? pag. 21. Now chen, if this 
be true, do you not very craft ily call all che Clergy Thieves? 
for they all (you fay ) did receive their Ordination from 
them. 

You further ſay, That the cenfers Corah burned incenfe in, 
were the Lerds, &c. | 

Hence you would infer, That Ordination is Gods Ordi- 
nance, though it be in the hands of unholy perfons, &c. 

To which I anfwer, That the Ordinances ere Gods, as 
the Cenfers were ; but as Korah did wickedly in uſing 
them, fo did che Company that parrook with him; and it 
was not their crying our, That thecenfers were holy, that 
would excuſe them: ſo iris not your ſaying, That Ordiua- 
tion of CMinifters is a holy Ordinance, that will excuſe 
G2 tes 
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ſtates in adminiftring of it, or you in receiving ſuch Admi- | 
niliracion. 

Remember therefore this example of Norah, and do not 
you parrake of Korab's fin; fox though the Cenſers werte 
ly, he had vo right to uſe them: fee therefore how this 
ſimiliiude makes againſt you, ard fully fhews your vanity, 
that all yougloryin, is but what you have received from a 
Kerah,a Thief, a Hatlot, which had no more right to ad- 
mivilier it, chen a Thief hath to diſtribute ſtolen Goods, 

32 Que. I demanded in the next place, How Reme 
being the Cage of every unclean thing, could adminiſter 
fo facred an Ordinance , as ordaining Gofpel - Minifters ? 
Ce. | 

Lou fay nothing in your Cornter- Query, but what hath 
been [aid before;onely you urge a freth ſimilitude that is no- 
thing to your purpofe, viz, That if my Accounts that be in 
my er be juſt and right, they ought motto be nulled, becauſe my 
boy bath naughtily written them, &c. 

Hence you would infer, That Ordination is Gods Ordinance, 
though it hath been defaced by the Charch of Romes unclean- 
ne[s, &c. 

Which is not any part of my Queftion : for though my 
Accounts are not to be difowned becauſe my boy bath blor- 
ted them, yet my boy hath not power to diſpoſe of them 
acording to his invemion: neither is ic lawful for you, if 
I fhall declare him to be a Thief, to receive any of my mo- 
ney from him, or take any difcharge or acquictance for any 
debt that you owe me, at his hand. In like manner is it 
ſin ful to receive Ordination from Reme : if they have turned 
Thieves and Robbers, as you fay chey are, then the Receiver 
igas bad asthe Thief. So that I thal] need no other wea- 
pon to fight with you then yourown, But to proceed, I 
come now, 

33 Queſt. To the thirty third Queſtion, wherein I demand, 
If the Char ch of Rome had power as aChurch, and you did 
ſeparate becaufe of her corruptions, why then was Mr. 


Brooks 
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Brooks to be blamed in ſepatating from the corruption of the 


Church of England ? &c. 


In your miny- headed Counrer-Query, you fay nothing 
that concerns me to anlwer ; but this, viz, That becaufe ” 
fay, If Rome was a true ( hurch, & c. Hence you glory, and 
fay, J yield up my weapons, by faying, IF Rome was 4 true 
Church, 

Vou demand then, Te what end wa all my oiler Quefi- 
ons ? &c. 

Tan{wer, That you had need go to School co learn to di- 
ſtinguiſh between an Hypothetical and a Categorical Propo- 
ſition : for is it not one thing to fay, The Church of Rome 18 a 
true Church; and another thing to lay, IF fhe be a true Church? 
Might you not as well have told your Reader, That David 
ſaid, He (OX LD take the Wings of the Morning, and 
flie, becauſe he faid , JF I tabe the wings of the morning, 


&. 


This is the ground of your triumph: becauſe J fay f 
Rome was a true (burch; you conclude I {aid,She was 4 true 
Church. O brave Logician ! I fee now there was a reafon 
why you concealed your Name. 

And for thofe other queftions that you ask me concerning 
Ne. Brooks his feparation, in p. 41, 42. I ſhall refer youso 
him, who very likely can give you a beitet Anſwer then you 
have given to my Queries. 

Queſt. I demand in the next place, Vhy the Proteſtant 
Shepherds fheas the Papiſts, fince they judge them no Sheep 
of theirfold? This is the fam of the Queftion, * 

In your Reply, you fay little that concerns me to an{wer; 
onely, That the Church hath debarred Papifts from commu- 

And thetreupon you demand, Whether it be not reaſon then, 
that the 

Tothis Laniwer, That there is little teaſon 

y 


* * * a 


put out of the Fold ſhould pay, then any: nay, there is no 


(48) 
vcdy fhonld pay ; but there is leſs teiſon why one that is 


colcut of reafon, why any that ate caſt out of che Church 
ſhould be forced to maintain che Miniſter. Should not 
voy have done well to have proved this, before you went 
further? viz. That Chrift would have men pay ty hes to a Mi. 
nifter wen they are thruſt out of their flock, and are put out of 


communion? 


Thereft of this Queftion which you ask, relates to Mr, 
Brooks his practice, of which I have not fo particular an in- 
formation,as an anfwer to it requires; and therefore 1 fhall 
refer you to him for an Anſwer. 

35 Queſt. I demind in the next place, Whether that the 
reaion why you do exclude Papiſts, which is becauſe they do 
not reform, be not the reafon why Mr. Brooks excludes 
„n perions, wiz. becanfe they do not reform? 

Yout Anſwer hereunto, (as far as ic doch concern me) is, 
That Mr. Brooks keeps people out of bis( burch, becauſe they 
do not own lis Church, and difewn their own. 

To this I anfwer, That this is the reafon why you reje& 
Papiſts: for many of them are ſuch, whofe lives are without 
teproof ; fo that you keep them out, becauſe they will not 
own your Church, and diſon their oα] ‚n. 

36 Queſt. Your query upon my thirty ſixth Queſtion is 
nothing but what hath been queried by you before, and is 
already anſweted, both in my Anſwer to M. Willes his Letter, 
in the beginning of this Book , and alſo in my Reply to the 
twenty fixth Connter-Query. | 

37 Queft, I quety, fince Ordination from Rome was 
thrown off upon à politick account, what ground the Mini- 
lers of the Nation have to plead a neceflky to preach with- 
out Ordination. | | | 

The ſubſtance of your Counter Query to this, as it re- 
lates co your duoceſſon, is anſwered already in the chirtw 


ſixth 
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fixth Query : and for that part of your queftion that relates 
to neceſſity, I anfwer, 

Firſt, That there was no need of our firft Reformers 
pleading necefluy ; for they were as idolatrons when they 
fir(t rent from Rome, as they were when they were in com- 
munion with her. 

Secondly, If they had feparated from the Church of Rome, 
becaule of her uncleamnefs, then there wes no need for 
them to plead neceflity for their preaching without Ordina- 
tion, fince they might have been ordained by ite reformed 
Churches in other Countries, which had forfaken Rome be- 
‘fore them. 

And thirdly, if Neceſſity may be a Warrant to them at 
that time, it was as good a Warrant to other Secs that te- 
volted from Rome, as well as it was for thoſe you call our 
firlt Reformers, So that then, if any e4rrians or Socinians, 
&c. fhould have Rept from Rome, and gathered into a Con- 
gregation, they might have pleaded that they hada lawful 
Miniftery , either by Succeffion, in that ſome of them had 
been Priefts before they revolted ; or elſe by vertue of a 
Neceſſity, ſince a pofitive Law gives place to neceflity, Would 
not you anſwet theſe men, that they are Miviſters by neither 
of theſe ways? and fo do I anfwer you, as I have already done 
once andagaip, 

And therefore, when Mr. les hath proved himſelf a 
lawful Miniſter, then I thali fay, He came in by one of theſe 
ways: but till chen, let me tell him, and yon too, That any 
dect that will take ic for grarted, that they have Miniſters 
imong them, may as well juſtiſie their Minifters Authority, 
as Mr, * lles can do his, by taking it for granted he is a Mini- 
fer of Chriſt, which he is never able to prove. | 

38 Queft, I demanded, When the Line of Succeſſion 
was broke, whether then every one might not preach that 
were able, although it might not have been lawful before? 


oe, | | 
This was the ſum Of this Queſſ ion. 


To 


* 
* 4 


To which you ſay nothing but what hath been already 
anfwered over and over; onely youask me, Whether a cafe 
of neceffity makes any Minifiers but thofe that are fitteft and un · 
dertake the charge 


To which I aofwer That if the Men chat preach thal}, 


de cheit own Judges, who will not chink, chat he ĩs fit and 


able ? | 
And was it not fo with thoſe you call our fitſt Reformers ? 
were they not judges of their own abilisies , and fo made 
themfelves Miniſters of theit own heads ? and by the fame 
Rule; others may depart from chem, as they deparced from — 
Rome; and take upon them to be Heads or Guides of a. 
Congregation of people; e pecially, if they can object con- 
ſidetible errors both in theit Lives and Docttines. +i 
39 Que. My next Queſtion demands , how it can be a 
fin for any co preach that are able, ſeeing there is no Ordi- 
nation onfoornew, but what men take up by Neceſſity, 
This isthe ſubſtance of the queſſion 4. 
To which you fay nothing, but what hath been {sid and 
anſweted only yon demand, heiber there may not be 4 lawful 
fucceffion from thofe that firft took upon them this Office by Necef- — 
fity and whether any in an ordinary lawful way can be in office, 
but theſe that have it from that fucceffion? &C. . 
To this Lanſwer, That if what you here ſuppoſe be true, 
then why did not our firſt Reformérs go to the Miniſters of 
other reformed Churches for Ordinacion, rather chen take 
it from Mt. Scerp, and that Faction ? ſince there was divers 


refotmed Churches where they might have been ordained 
without receiving it ffom Rus, or without putting them- 


ſelves into the Office updn a precended mecefity.. 
‘©: Sechat if what you fay be true, That there may e a law- 
{ul ſreceſſion from thofe , whe firft became Officers by verine of 4 
neceffity , and that it se fiuful te pretend to neceffity alterwards 3 
then our firft Reformers cannot plead Not Guilty, ſince (as I 
have aid) there was no negeſſu for chem to can Ordi- 
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sation from Ran- 7 they might have have hed it in 
more purity from thoſe you call ti refermed Churcben which 
had feparaced from the Church of Rome before Eaglandd. 
And ſecondly, There was no neceſſiij for them to become 
Officers withent Ordination, no more then there is now, 
becauſe there were many reformed Churches in being, to 
which they might have applied themſelves for Ordination, 
as in Francs and German SC ..... 
Uſtly, if there was no true Church in che world that had. 
power to ordain our new Bifhops; but they muſt make ule 
of char which they received from R, and that this be a 
lawful Oidination, as you eonſeſi ; then yeu muſt needs fay, 
That the Churches of France, Germany, Geneva, Scotland cc. 
were no true Churches, and had no ttue and lawſul ſucceſ- 
fion ; or if they had been true réformed Churches, eithet by 
ſucce ſſion or neceſſuy, why then did not our firſt Reformers 
to ſome of theſe to be ordained ? and ſince they did per, 
doth ic not manifeftly appear, that they were not tre Mini- 
fters by ſucce ſſion, becanfe they received Ordination from 
Rome, whom yon call a Harlot, when they might have had it 
from the Miniſters of the reformed Churches then ip being ? 
and becaufe there was reformed Churches in being, where 
they might have been ordained, they had no teaſon to plead 
to any neceſſity chen of preaching without Ordinarion, any 
more then Mr. Bro and others have, whom Mr. Wiles an 
9 40 Queſt. Icome now to the fortieth Qpeſſ ion thar I 
d, which demands what Ground Mr. ye had io 
ire the children of wicked parents Ge, And 
fay nothing but what Lhave red already; oply yor 
— viz, That children haus a rigii te be ers 4 
4 vifthle Church. Which when you bavepproved it, v. That 
infants while they ire in inſancys have an immediate 

de members of a Church in I Shall cor 
fefs theymay be baprizeds hu ll then agai he 
for all you chink ID copceal my. 


Opinion in this matter 
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41 Qneft. In the next place Idemand , Whether to bap- 
tire the children of wicked parents, be not contrary to the 
Opinion of the reformed Churches ? Non reply, That in the 
ſenſe M. Willes doth affert the baptizing of the children of wicked 
parents, it is lawful. To which l antwet, That I have replied. 
to Mr, Wille: his fenfe about the baptizing the children of 
wicked parents, in my Aniwer to his Letter, at the begin- 
ning of this Book. All that you ſay to this queition, beſides 
that I have agf{wered, doth appertain to ſome pra ices of 
Mr. Brooks, which I tha!] not meddle with, becauſe I am not 
acquainted with them, only I take notice, char in p. 48. of 
your Book. before you end this queſtion, you fay, That if the 
Miniftery of England be Amichriſti an, then it will follow, that 
thofe that they have baptized are unlanfuily baptized, &c. How 
fhamefally do you contradict your ſeif ꝰ did you not {ay be- 
fore, That the corruptions of the diſpenſers of Ordimances could 
not make the Ordinances a null ty, though the Admmiftr ator was 
Amichriftian? And do you not now in effect fay, That dap- 
tifa is a wullity, if the Adminiftvacor be Antichriſt ian? for you 
fay, If the’National Miriferybe Amiélripian, (as Mr. Brooks 
faith) it wil follow, that it is walawfal, Do you not now juttifie 
all that Ihave fuld, wiz, If the firſt Reformers were ordain- 
ed by-Antichriftitn Minitters , thar then ic followeth, that 
their Ordination is a bullicy’s and that till they are ordain- 
ed again,‘ chty all of them preach withom Ordination from 
Chrig Thus the Reader may ſee, that rather then you would 
Want an arrow to ſhoet at M. Brot, yon would borrow one 
out of my quiver ; and yon do as good as confefs as much, 
When you conclude, and fay , That your heart tremb lech, and 
pote beattily wilh , that you could wor plead ſo ffrongly, to {adden 
honeff Biarts, tb pleafeme, and ſucth Tam, It ſetms then, 
confcience cold you, That you had given your 
cane to the grief of your felf and others, becanfe you could 
pot help ; and’therefore you wih heartily, shat you COMLD 
fot plead f winch, te pleafe ſuch ab Ian, it ferme, yon 
are no forced to yield to your owtigricf andiothers of your 
friends, which you call benef hearts, &c. “it feems then, the 
for you. But to ptoceed. You 


| 
| 
| 
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1 
You come now io mike Counter · queries , upon my 42, 
43, 44, and 45 Queries chat are grounded upon Mr, Milles 
his decrying che Fifth-Monarchy-Men, as the fmoak of the 
dottomleſs tit: to this I have already civenaniwer. And 


to the Counter-queries you propound upon my 46 queſti - 


on, touching Mr, ner his Diſcourſe with me in private, I 


have already anfwered in my Reply to M. his Letter. 


And for your Count et- query that you make upon my 47 
queliton about Mr. wiles his perfwading a Gentleman ap- 
prehend me for aJefuice,though you ſay, / am tos blame to re- 
ceive an information from oue man, &c. Sute you ate more too 
blame to believe the Accuſed 's bare negation: but for the 
truth of what I obje& againſt M. les, viz. That he did defire 
a Gentleman to apprehend me for a J e{uice ; I ſhall refer the 
Reader to the Gentleman aforenamed,who is ready co make 
oath for his furcher fatisfaGtion, 

And for your faying, That I did live a concealed liſe about 
London for many yeers , and therefore there might be fome 
ground for people to ſuſpett me. Truely, I think chere is more 
reafon why I fhouid ſuſpect yon, who are fo concealed, as 
that you refuſe to let your Name or place of abode be 
known; I am ſure, this I never did upon any occafion in all 
my life. 

1 come now to take notice of your Poſtſcript, wherein you 
tell your Reader of ſome things you have to advertiſe him. 

The firft (you ſay) is, That it in a great fign of truth, when men 
of corrupt mindes are envaged 445 it. Truely, then it is 
fign that we axe in the truth; for men of corrupt mindes 
are againſt us, witnefs the rude behavior of thoſe that threat · 
ned to throw me over the Gallery fox asking Miles a que - 
ſtion; and not one ly thoſe, but ſuch as make a gain of god · 
lineſs, leaping from one benefice to another, where they can 
get the belt fleece, and moft profit ; and that without they 
can have theit own demands of their Parifh, they will leave 
them, and go to another. I fay , theſe are the men that 


down that which we ptofeſs, as che fmoak of the bottomlels 


pic , and would have men apprebended as Jeſuites, or any 
eee | H2 how ; 
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how, fo that they can be revenged upon them for not being 
of their Opinion: [fay then, That if this may be called a 
good Argument, the Truth is of our fide: but this is no in- 
fallible way of reafoning. In the ſecond place, you tell your 
Reader, That shefe that have defigns againft the truth, have uſu- 
ally plauſi ble pretence to carry them cc. To this l anſwet, 
That you ate none of thoſe that have plauſibli deſigns againſt 
the ttijth ; though you have a great many, you have ſcarce one 
that is lanſibleitot if you had: you would never have diſcover- 
ed to the world fo much centradict ion & felly,as you have done 
in yout Book ; neicher would you have deciared , That your 
Mather the Church of Rome, was 4 Harlot at the time er. 
Predereſſirs received Ordination from her; neithet would you 
have compared her to Kora, & to a Thief, as you have done ; 
and yet ju‘ifie her ordaining Miniſters co preach the Go- 
ſpel. Would you have had your defigns p/au/ib/e, you ſhould 
never have difcovered the Pedegree of your Clergy, by cal- 
ling their Progenitors Thieves and Harlets: fore this will not 
be plawfiblero any that ſhall heat it, when they come to kaow, 
that your glorious ſucceſſion you fo much boaſt of, ame from 
ſuch infamous Predeceffors, The third thing you inform 
your Reader in, is, That thoſe that defign the propagating of er- 
rors, will f or the moft oppofe, but 22 Aljert, &c. 10 this 
Lreply, That this is the reafon you amfwered by counter-que- 
ries ; and that rather then you would affert any thing pol 
tively,you put your teſpondent to prove negations;when the 
contrary was found in me: for I offered to affert and prove 
Men and he tefuſe d it. The lait thing you inferm 
your Reader, ie, That this Book ss your firft,&c. This you ule 
as an atgument why he fhould excuſe your miſfakes, c. and 
taiely,Sir,you had need of a parden: and if you did nor hope 
for it, you might fear to be corrected by a more ſevere hand 
chen mine, for thoſe many impertinencies, landers and contra- 
ditt ions that your Book is fraught withal; which I pray God 
help you to confider of, that youn may do nothing agsinft che 
truth, but for its whichis the defire of, Ste: 
Sir,your Friend ai {ar as you are the truth i, 
1 Js Re Ivs 8. 
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AN, APPENDIX, 


Reader, has 


Have for thy further ſatisfaction publiſhed fome Obferva- 
tions that I have colleded, touching the Ordination of 
the National Miniſtery, ſince their tevolt from Rome in the 
ume of Hen. 8. 

And firſt, it is obſerrable, I hat the Church of Eng/and in 
the time of Hen. 8. did not feparate from & me for conſci- 
ence, but for baſe ends, and for filthy lucre fake, as appears 
by theit retaining all the ſuperſtitious cuftoms of the Roman 
Church, and their perſecuting to death thoſe that did out 
of a good conſcience oppoſe them. The truth hereof is plen- 
tifully manifefted in the Hiſtories of that time. 

Secondly, in the beginning of Edw. 6, his Reign, it is ob- 
fervable, that the whole frame of Religion was altered, and 
fuch a Reformation begun, 4s did agree with the wills of a 
Committee of twelve Men;and what form of werfhip fhould 
be agreed upon by any ſeven of thefe, s to be obſerved 
by the whole Nation, This was ſuch great preſumptlon, 
that the like cannot be parallel’d in any Eccleſiaſt ical Rory 
andyec now the Anabaprifts are cried down, as Men full of 
prefumption,and ſuch as fwerve from the fleps of Tradition, 

Thirdly, it 1: obfervable, That in the time of Queen 
ry, the Roman Religion was by her reſtoted, andthe Land 
was over · ſpread with Popery; and Popiſh Bifhops and Priefts 
were fer up in all parts of this Realm, and their Religion 
confirmed by Act of Parliament : and Cardinal P, the 
Pope's Legite, abſolved the Kingdom from the Excommu- 
nication,wbich the Pope had pronounced againſt the Land. 
— Fourthly, it is obfervable, That when Queen Elizabeth 
began to Reign, the whele Nation beiog over-[pread with 
Pepery 3 inſomuch, that all Biſhops that would not take the 
Oath of Suptemacy, were turned out of their Biſnoprick a fo 
that by this means, there was a want of Bithops co ri 
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the places of thoſe which the Queen had ejected for Popes 

ry: ſo that from that time to this, our Clergy have been at 

loſs, touching their Ordination, as appears, | 
Firft, becaufe they ſometimes plead an Ordination by {uc- 

ceſſiqn ; and ſometimes, they leave ſucceſſion, and plead wp 


€ 


neceflicy,and an extraordinary Call, 
Now, if they plead they have cheir Ordination by ſuccel 
ſion from Rome, then they mutt jultifie Rome to be a true 
Church of Chriſt; and ſo are guilty of Schiſm, in renting, 
fince they fay, She was as good when they left her yas (he was when 
they wereordained by her. Again, it that Rome was nota 
Church of Chrift when they were ordained by her, chen 
they are ata le‘s on the orher hand, becau e that they cane 
not proye a power of ordainineMinilters,civen to any out of 
the Church So that if cheir Ordination from Rome by ſuc- 
ceſſion be valued,Rome muſt be juſtified co be a true Church. 
Again, if they ſhall plead to neceſſity and an extraordi- 
naty Call, here they axe at a loſs again; becauſe, firſt. there 
were many refotmed Churches in the World, from hom 
they might have heen ordained, without receiving Orders 
from Romeund allo, they had no reafon to plead neceſſity of 
Preaching without Ordination, fince they might have had ic 
from thoſe Churches that were reformed before them. Laft- 
er feat to plead this Argument of necefliry , left they 
ld juſtiſie their Adverfaries the Anabaptiſis, and other 
Sectaries, which have more reafonto plead necefiity then 
chemſelves. This appears by M. Willes his refuſal co refolve 
me, when I was at his Honfe, Whether he was a Minifter by 
a lawful ſucceſſion, or neceſſity, .becanfe he knew not whe- 
cher. I wag a Jeſuite ot an Anabapt iſt : for ir is uſual ſor them 
to plead their Ordination by ſucceſſion, when they would 
oppole the Auabaptiſts, and to take up the Anabaptiſts Ar- 
gumest of neceſſity when they oppofe the Papiſts: and 
therefore Dr. Full ind and divers others hen 
they bave had to do wich Papilts, baye inveighed againſt Or- 
dination from chem, 8 a flinling Richy rhing,ag I have alcca- 
dy obſerved. So that the great lofg they are at among a 
elves 
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ſelves, touching Derbe their Authority, is one 
Reafon why it may be queſtioned, Whether they have any 
The fecond Reafon is theit unwillingneſs to anſwer thofe — 
Objectioas, that cheisAdverfaries the Papiſts, objected agtinſt 
theit Ordination; which is a ſhrewd ſigu, they feared it would 
not abide the trial. el 

AS, I, they obj-&ed, That rhe Exglsb Reformers in Oucen 
Elizabeth's time, went to 4 drift Bilbop tht wae then 
foner inthe Tower, and promiſed bim his liberty and a {um of 
money, if he would ordain them Bibops , but be refafed, 


2. It is objected by their Adverſaties the Papiſſs, That they 
fought to be ordained by the Bifhopof Landaft hut be refused it. 
3. It is further objected, That Pæ ler; and others of the 
ucens new Biſhopt, were ordained by one Scory 4 Prieſt, at 4 
meeting which they had for this purpofeyatthe Nags-bead-Tavern 
inCheap-fide, 

To thefe Objections no Anfwer was given till Bifhop 
Mafons time, which was nigh fifty yeers after, when molt of 
the men were dead that were che chief Witneſſes to theſe 
things, though the Anfwer: at that time much concerned 
them, thefe Objections being then the common talk of their 
A third Reafon, why they are to be queftioned, appears 
in the Cafe of the new-made Biſhop of Winchefer , who in- 
dicted Biſhop Bonner 5 to whith Bonner pleaded, That - 
chefter was no Bifhop according to any Law ; and the Judges in 
Queen Elisabeth '; time did refolve, That Bonner Plea 
fhould be received : See the 4bridgement of Diets Reports, 
7 Eliz. 1 54. “And ther they were at this time no Biſhops, 
neither by Scarute-Law Or Law, appears by the great 
induſtry and care that the new Bilhops cook to get chem- 
felves confirmed by Act of Parliament ; the words of the 
AG are theſe, and rbinigs heretofore made and done, 
abt she confecration af Anchbipops, Priefit, by 
vert us of the Queens Letter Parents, fte the begining of ker 
Reign, be and ſpal b, By of thie ‘Purtiament, 
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dur chey will fee, chat the Clergy of England have little réa- 
ical and to cry down 
orhers that ftand religious foot chen 


| 


dc. be declared in very deed, 32 the Authority aforefaid 
enatted 10 bei Avebbibops , B 

made; ordered aud confecrated : any Statute-Law, Canen- 
or orber thing to the contrary wot wich Sothag 
you may — that the Clergy of England were no lawful or- 


dained Minifters, neicher by Statute nor Canon-Law., till 


the 8 of in ‘the ‘Opinion of the Judges in the 
Bonner and Horn beſote mentioped: which I deſire may be 
confidered by all jndicionsChriftians,and then I queſtion not 


fon to gloty in their Apoſtoli 


‘themielves, 
* 

er, 
neter Willes in the fovementioned Lett er, 
wa in company with m: at bis houfe evar though he 


ther hear the Devil chen an ordained Miniſter; Give tell thee; 
she? 
thin no mais in wire but bad 
imfelf, And i, the Centleman de 
mean, 1 
thee, That hus dayly beaying [uch as are ord gi be (ease hat Mr, Willes 
know him, 2 i Bent ion. 
Wine would baie put ap t 


That thit [eandat carries enough in the mouth of it , 10 
thereof is all fober and intelligent men : fort 
‘vather bear the worft of mea he Devil h 
points at, be Mr. Vancpurt, as I 


know not who el ag 


calls Ordinstion, 


Gentleman yet Mi, Wille cauet but 


ſfeuded ai him, for that be prefented bim to the company then prefeat 
Mr. Gal not to miſtoaſtrue thefe 2 he 
ied that be WI though finct be hath dont it Seule- 


excellent piece lately entztuled, Ga 


Bi 


he 


its wich abril 


to fave them that yet 
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